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Dunkirk: what if it had failed? 


Last month, as numerous newspaper writers 
were eager to remind us, marked the 50th 
anniversary of the Dunkirk evacuation. As 
often when events of this kind are commem- 
orated, the question is asked: what if things 
had gone the opposite way? Supposing the 
Dunkirk operation had failed, and the bulk of 
the British Expeditionary Force and its equip- 
ment had been trapped the other side of the 
Channel, to be captured by Hitler’s armies, 
what then would have happened to Britain? 

Paul Johnson, writing in the Daily Mail on 
May 11th, was one of those who raised this 
question. 

Johnson reminded his readers that, as the 
military debacle involving the British and 
French forces on the Continent approached its 
final conclusion, opinion was divided in 
Britain as to whether we should negotiate 
peace terms with Hitler or try to fight on, 
saying: Both Lord Halifax and Neville 
Chamberlain — still in the War Cabinet — 
took a despondent view and argued that we 
would get a better deal from Hitler at this stage 
than after an actual defeat. Churchill, he 
continued, saw this as the slippery slope to 
humiliation and ruin and was determined to 
resist it at all costs...” 

Johnson went on to describe how, at one 
stage, Churchill was predicting that it ought to 
be possible to rescue 50,000 of the troops 
stranded across the Channel and that, if 
100,000 were rescued, that would bea 
wonderful performance.” In the event, as 
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DUNKIRK, 1940 
Should we celebrate the evacuation today, or should we not? 


Johnson related, 222,568 British troops plus 
nearly 70,000 French were in fact transported 
to Britain in the many boats, both naval and 
civilian, that had been mobilised for the 
purpose, and he described this as an aston- 
ishing achievement.“ 

In fact, the achievement can be seen as not 
quite so astonishing when it is realised that 
Hitler had halted his forces at medium artillery 
range from Dunkirk with the precise object of 
letting the British (if not the French) escape. 
Hitler’s reason for doing this was explained by 
Capt. Basil Liddell-Hart in The Other Side of 
the Hill, in which he related the German 
leader’s subsequent conversation on the 
matter with Field Marshal von Rundstedt, as 
described by a third party present, thus:- 


He (Hitler) then astonished us by speaking 
with admiration of the British Empire, of the 
necessity for its existence, and of the civilis- 
ation that Britain had brought into the world 
.. He compared the British Empire with the 
Catholic Church — saying that they were both 
essential elements of stability in the world. He 
said that all he wanted from Britain was that 
she should acknowledge Germany’s position 
on the Continent. The return of Germany's 
lost colonies would be desirable, but not 
essential, and he would even offer to support 
Britain with troops, if she should be involved 
in any difficulties anywhere. He concluded by 
saying that his aim was to make peace with 
Britain, on a basis that she would regard as 
compatible with her honour to accept” 


None of this, needless to say, was 


mentioned in Mr. Johnson’s Dunkirk article, 
and so the article really left us none the wiser 
in the way of knowing what would have 
happened if the rescue operation had not 
succeeded. In fact when Hitler’s views on the 
situation are considered, and what has 
happened in the ensuing half century is 
brought into the reckoning, there will surely 
be many who will say that we would all by now 
have been much better off if the Dunkirk 
operation had failed. 

Most certainly, Britain in that event would 
have been subjected, as Churchill feared at the 
time, to some degree of humiliation. If a 
nation, by a series of insane foreign policy 
decisions, gets itself boxed into a dangerous 
corner as Britain had done by her anti- 
German policies in the years preceding May 
1940, and if, in addition, that nation’s leaders 
have neglected to arm, equip and train her 
forces so that they might face such a danger in 
a condition of adequate preparedness, then 
that nation should expect to be humiliated. 
The big question is whether such a humil- 
lation, unpleasant though it would have been, 
would have been worse than what followed: 
the ruination of Europe and the bankruptcy of 
Britain herself, the post-war domination of the 
world by the Soviet Union and the United 
States and the break-up of the British Empire 
that Hitler had offered to help defend — 
finally the invasion of these shores by millions 
of immigrants from the Third World, which 
event has had consequences far more 
disastrous than would have occurred from a 
German invasion in 1940, even in the unlikely 


event of that taking place. 


There have been those who, over the past 
decade or so, have argued that for Britain to 
‘come to terms with Hitler in 1940, as favoured 
by Halifax and Chamberlain, that would, even 
in the event of no German invasion of this 
country, have left Germany in a position of 
domination over the European mainland. As 
we now witness the drive towards German 
reunification accelerating, with the promise 
that a larger Germany will undoubtedly be by 
far the strongest power in. Continental 
Europe, and as we consider that Britain, by 
contrast to 1940, is left without vast imperial 
domains overseas by which this power could 
be counter-balanced, we might ask ourselves 
soberly: who, fifty years ago, was right, and 
who was wrong? Did the ‘appeasers’ of that 
time read the future worse or better than 
Churchill & Co.? 

Mr. Johnson in the Daily Mail is in no doubt 
as to the answer to that question. That is 
Why,“ he asserted in his final paragraph, it is 
right to celebrate, with pride and thanks- 
giving, the 50th anniversary of Dunkirk this 
month.“ 

Celebrate precisely what, Mr. Johnson? 


Inflation throws Government 
into a panic 

Inflation last month reached 9.4 per-cent, 
leaving in tatters all the fine and brave plans of 
the Thatcher Government at the beginning of 
the decade. This new and alarming develop- 
ment seems to have created a mood of near 
dementia among many Cabinet Ministers, all 
of whom are faced with drastic cuts in 
budgetary allocations just at a time when they 
need the money more than ever. 

Environment Secretary Chris Patten, as one 
example, wants at least £3 billion extra to 
cover new demands from town halls and hand- 
outs to reduce the poll tax burden. Health 
Secretary Kenneth Clarke wants a similar 
figure to finance his controversial reforms and 
Seba hospital ward closures. Social Services 

ecretary Tony Newton wants £1.5 billion to 
maintain benefit funding. Education Secretary 
John McGregor is under pressure to raise 
more money to meet teachers’ pay increases 
and the recruitment of more teaching staff. 
Defence Secretary Tom King is most anxious 
to avoid a £1 billion reduction in his budget. 
Transport Secretary Cecil Parkinson is under 
pressure to slow down his road-building 
programme, already hopelessly inadequate 
when compared with many of those underway 
in Europe. 

In the face of the demands of these men and 
their departments, Treasury Secretary 
Norman Lamont has protested: “We have to 
accept that controlling public spending and 
inflation is absolutely at the heart of govern- 
ment policy. Everything depends on it. We 
have to be as tough as we can about public 
spending, including wage claims.“ 

In fact, all this neatly doges the real issue 
where inflation is concerned. 

Public spending is not itself a cause of 
inflation. What causes inflation in the sector of 
pause spending is when the money raised to 
inance that spending is borrowed from the 
banks at high rates of interest, resulting in 
those banks creating more money out of 
nothing to be added to the vast amounts of 
similar money already existing. It is the rise in 
that portion of the nation’s money that is 
Owing to the banks as interest charges that is 


the real factor in sending inflation up. But of . 


course none of the departmental secretaries 
mentioned would know this — or, if they did, 
they would not dare say anything about it 
publicly. 

If government made the decision that 
henceforth all new money needed to finance 
economic expansion was created debt-free and 
fed into the economy at a rate commensurate 
with real growth in production and other 
economic tangibles, there would be adequate 
funds to meet the needs of all the departments 
concerned, without any danger of an inflat- 
ionary spiral. 

This is the great unstated truth that lies at 
the bottom of our inflation problem a truth 
which, unless faced and brought out into the 
open, is going to bear witness to an inflat- 
ionary riot that will bring chaos and ruin to the 
British economy in the near future. 


Jewish grave desecration: 
cul bono? 


Every so often, shock waves run across the 
world as yet another series of ‘anti-semitic’ 
outrages are committed somewhere or other. 
Last month saw a recurrence of this 

henomenon in France, where 34 graves in a 
ewish cemetery at Carpentras, near Avignon, 
were desecrated, with six corpses being torn 
from their tombs. No sooner had the news of 
this incident broken than the world’s most 
powerful propaganda machine revved up into 


top gear, with universal wails, lamentations, 
accusations and commiserations — the most 
ema being that of French President 

itterand, who promptly took himself off to 
the home of the Chief Rabbi of France, M. 
Joseph Sitruk, to express his grief. 

And of course the predictable thing then 
1 The desecrations were blamed on 
M. Jean-Marie Le Pen's National Front, which 
currently is polling between 15 and 20 per- cent 
in French elections, M. Le Pen being accused 
of bearing moral responsibility for the crime. 

It is an interesting thing about outrages of 


this kind: they never do the slightest service to 


those in whose name they are allegedly 
committed — the Jew-haters, ‘anti-semites’, 
racists and ‘neo-nazis’. Assuming that groups 
such as these were responsible, we would have 
to conclude that those involved in them were 
complete morons, willing to provide those to 
whom they were opposed with heaven-sent 
propaganda coups — merely in order to work 
off their own negative emotions. That such 
people would descend to stupidity of this level 
is something that stretches one’s powers of 
credulity beyond all reasonable limits. 

The basis for ‘anti-semitism’ is the belief 
that Jews hold an inordinate degree of power 
over the world and that that power is 
detrimental to the nations affected by it. 
People professing this belief are all anxious to 
convince their fellow human beings of the 
correctness of it and to enlist their support in 
spreading it. That can hardly be disputed by 
anyone, regardless of whether he is 
sympathetic to such a belief or not. 

Just how the desecration of Jewish graves 

helps towards that objective is something that 
no-one has ever tried to explain. On the 
contrary, it could hardly be contested that such 
acts of desecration have the very opposite 
effect, that is of winning sympathy for the Jews 
and generating revulsion against those who 
i them. 
_ This is particularly the case if, as usually 
happens, the world’s media are able to 
persuade the multitudes of common people 
that opposition to the Jews creates a climate of 
hatred, leading to such outrages. 

We therefore have to ask ourselves, with 
regard to the desecrations at the Carpentras 
cemetery: who profits from them? And who 
stands to lose by them? These questions must 
be considered with the greatest seriousness if 
we are to get to the bottom of the matter. 

In New York last year a great deal of fuss 
was stirred up as a result of a succession of 
swastika-daubings on the walls of the flat of a 
Jewish law student, Miss Laurie Recht — so 
much so that local police, under great pressure 
to find the culprit of the crime, set up a hidden 
camera across the street to photograph the 
next such incident. 

Eventually, the patience of the police was 
rewarded and the culprit returned. When the 
photos were developed it was found that that 
culprit was none other than Miss Recht 
herself! Her decoration of her own walls had 
merely been a stunt aimed at whipping up a 
panic over ‘anti-semitism’ and winning herself 
some public sympathy in the process. 

Whether the desecration of the Jewish 
5 at Carpentras was an act of the same 

ind is not yet known as we go to press. But 
what we do cow is that in the days following a 
series of marches by French nationalists in 
Paris, Marseille, Lille and Lyon were banned 
by the authorities in the aftermath of the 
Carpentras incident, using that incident as a 
pretext. 

So we come back to the old question: Cui 
bono? Who gains? Were the Carpentras 
desecrations committed by ‘anti-semites’? — 
in which case they must have been anti-semites 
of an intelligence level amounting to 
imbecility. Or were they much smarter people 


who had thought out carefully and exactly 
what they were doing? 
And if the latter, what people were they? 


That fifth column 
at work again! 


There has been a public outrage at the fact 
that the sole British entry at this year’s 
Cannes Film Festival is a picture which white- 
washes the IRA and viciously denigrates the 
Royal Ulster Constabulary. The picture, 
called Hidden Agenda, was made by Ken 
Loach, whose politics are described in 7 Days 
TV guide as well to the left of Tony Benn.“ 
Mr. Loach, as might be expected, is wholly 
unrepentant. 

We fail to see why there is all the fuss. For a 
long time it has been evident that the film 
industry, like that of television, the press and 
public entertainment, is part of a massively 
pervasive fifth column in Britain, serving the 
„ enemies as effectively as a hostile 
army shelling our shores. All informed people 
in Britain have known this for a long time, yet 
nothing is done about it. One after another 
product of the type of Hidden Agenda is 
churned out by this crew of sick subversives, 
and still they are allowed to get away with it. 
There are a few huffs and puffs from Tory MPs 
and newspaper columnists, and then they are, 
as ever, left alone to plot and plan their next 
piece of seditious propaganda against this 
nation. 

What is most alarming about this state of 
affairs is not that such creatures as Loach exist 
and have a footing in the film industry and 
other media, it is that always some strange 
force, obviously with enormous power, is 
Sie to protect them whenever they 

ecome the object of public exposure and 
opprobrium. Exactly the same kind of force, at 
the end of the day, defended the red microbes 
in Hollywood when the courageous Senator 
McCarthy went gunning for them in the 1950s. 

When we know what these forces are, and 
who lurks behind them, we will know the 
answers to a lot of questions that have baffled 
Britain and the western world for a long time. 


Where does the BBC stand? 


While we are on the subject of the mass 
media, it is worth looking at the latest row that 
has blown up between the Government and 
the BBC, which is over the latter’s decision not 
to broadcast the results of a poll taken among 
Conservative councillors on the question of 
the Tory leadership, in which 80 per-cent of 
those questioned said that they wanted Mrs. 
Thatcher to stay on. Tories are citing this as 
just another example of the Corporation’s left- 
wing bias. 

‘Left-wing’ might here be an over-simplif- 
ication. Real control of the BBC, as over 
nearly every other institution in Britain, rests 
with internationalist one-worlers whose 
opinions on important topics usually, but not 
always, incline to the left. Mrs. Thatcher, 
though a loyal servant of the one-worlder 
establishment for most of her political career, 
is currently out of favour with that establish- 
ment for dragging her feet on European union, 
and there are many signs that the powers-that- 
be are aiming to get rid of her. This, more than 
any anti-Tory bias, is the probable reason why 
the BBC wanted to cover up the results of its 
Thatcher poll. 

Let no-one get the wrong idea — this 
magazine has no time for, nor faith in, 
Margaret Thatcher. Just at this moment, 
however, she happens to be at the centre of a 
power struggle in which her enemies are also 
our enemies. They want her out, so that they 
can speed up the process of Euro-integration. 
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CHARADE OF ‘DEMOCRACY’ 


RE-ENACTED AT DUNDEE 


A special report by our correspondent in Scotland 


BONNY DUNDEE, on Scotland’s River Tay, 
was last month the scene of the latest enactment 
of the saga of falsehood and humbug whereby 
the rulers of Britain contrive to suppress 
political dissent while claiming at the same time 
that they are the guardians of ‘democracy’ and 
‘freedom’. 

It should hardly need stating that such rights 
as ‘free speech’ and ‘freedom of assembly’ 
amount to meaningless nonsense unless those 
seeking to exercise them are able to obtain the 
facilities necessary to do so effectively. No 
country can properly claim to be a haven of 
‘free speech’ if this is limited merely to a man’s 
freedom to voice his opinions to his neighbour 
over the garden fence or at a bus-stop or 
grocers’ queue. Such freedom only becomes 
real if he is able to communicate those 
opinions to as large an audience as is prepared 
to listen. This means having access to public 
places where such an audience may be 
assembled, such as meeting halls in the case of 
indoor assemblies or public places in the open 
air in the case of outdoor assemblies. When 
these facilities are not available to people 
representing certain shades of opinion, it is the 
correct and honest thing to say that those 
shades of opinion are effectively banned. 

For a long time, those who control the 
system in Britain have condemned those states 
the other side of the former ‘Iron Curtain’ for 
exercising such bans against those of dissident 
opinions, just as earlier in this century the 
guardians of our precious ‘democracy’ 
condemned the rulers of Nazi Germany and 
Fascist Italy for the same practices. Yet the 
reality is that just such a ban exists in Britain 
today, even though the method of its enforce- 
ment is different and, by its nature, much less 
honest and more hypocritical. 

The British National Party is one of those 
bodies that have been designated by those who 
control political life in this country as an 
‘unacceptable’ organisation. What this means 
is that, while the BNP is not exactly forbidden 
by law to exist (that would be an extremely 
dangerous practice for our rulers to employ 
because it would reveal them to all the world 
for what they are), it is prevented by a 
complexity of devices from communicating its 
views to the mass of the British people. These 
include exclusion, except on rare occasions, 
from television; the denial of a hearing in the 
mass-circulation press; and a similar denial of 
the right to hire meeting halls owned by local 
authorities — by the simple refusal of those 
authorities to permit such hire to the BNP and 
similar organisations. 

Some naive people might think that the last- 
named handicap could be overcome by hiring 
privately-owned meeting halls not subject to 
local authority control. But our rulers have 
this avenue of escape covered too. In every 
locality violent and threatening mobs are 
available to intimidate owners of private 
meeting halls against letting their premises to 
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such groups as the BNP for fear of riot and 
disturbance resulting in damage to property. 
Whilst these mobs are not identifiable as part 
of the official apparatus of the state, the state 
nevertheless tolerates them and in some cases 
actively encourages them: their organisers are 
not subject to prosecution; police forces are 
not permitted either the resources or the 
freedom of action to control them effectively; 
and in some individual cases minor public 
servants of the state, such as town and city 
councillors, are even to be found directly 
involved with the mobsters in their campaigns 
of violence and intimidation to suppress the 
opinions of those whom the state has rendered 
‘beyond the pale’. 

By these means, there operates a machinery 
of state suppression of political dissidents that 
is every bit as real and effective as those 
employed in countries which we like to 
designate as ‘dictatorships’. As stated, only 
the methods differ; the results are identical. 


AUDIENCE DENIED 


This preamble is necessary to provide the 
background to the events that occurred in 
Dundee, Scotland, on Saturday, May 12th — 
events which resulted in a number of people 
estimated as approximately a hundred being 
prevented attending a political meeting that it 
was their wish to attend. These events almost 
exactly paralleled similar ones occurring in 


other parts of Britain, including Birmingham, 
Bradford, Darlington, Nottingham and 
Edinburgh over the last year. 

On the 16th February this year, Gareth 
Norman, the Organiser of the recently formed 
BNP group in Dundee, put in an application to 
the district council of that city for the hire of 
one of the meeting halls owned by the local 
authority. This application was refused, the 
council saying in its letter of reply that no 
council premises under the jurisdiction of a 
local authority shall be utilised by organis- 
ations which promote racialism.” This refusal 
was not unexpected, as it paralleled the 
experiences of the BNP all over Britain where 
the party had attempted to make similar 
bookings of municipally-owned halls for the 
purpose of public meetings. 

‘Racialism’, whether one approves or 
disapproves of it, represents a legitimate 
viewpoint on a public issue of vital national 
concern. The basis for this viewpoint is the 
belief that races are different, that multi-racial 
societies do not work and therefore that the 
policy of making Britain into a multi-racial 
society should be abandoned, with immig- 
ration of unassimilable races stopped and 
repatriation of those races started. Some think 
this belief to be wrong and some, including 
ourselves, think it to be right. But, wrong or 
right, it is surely a belief whose adherents have 
the right to be heard. A few individuals among 
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NO FREE SPEECH! . 
The letter of refusal to the BNP Organiser by Dundee Council 


these adherents express the belief in language 
that is crudely offensive to people of other 
races, and this we do not support; but that does 
not invalidate the belief itself, which happens, 
we know, to be held by many millions of 
people in this country. 

The main theme of the BNP’s intended rally 
in Dundee was one of support of the loyalists 
in Ulster and opposition to the IRA — in other 
words a theme which had nothing to do with 
the racial issue. However, as the letter from 
the Dundee Council makes clear, no organis- 
ation which promotes racialism”’ is to be 
allowed to hold a meeting on council-owned 
premises, even if race is not mentioned at the 
meeting in question. 

To anyone who believes that Britain is a 
‘democracy’, the proposition that those 
holding to certain opinions on a vital issue like 
race and immigration should not be allowed to 
use public facilities for the expression of their 
opinions is, to put it at its mildest, outrageous. 
Local authorities like Dundee Council are, 
after all, only the custodians of such premises, 
which in reality are the property of the local 
taxpayers who provide the funds for their 
upkeep. All local amenities paid for by local 
citizens, whether they be in Dundee or any- 
where else, are for the use of every one of 
those citizens who wishes to use them. The 
suggestion that, while all local citizens are 
required to pay for those amenities, only 
selected local citizens (selected, that is, by the 
council), should be allowed to use them is an 
affront to the populace. Yet, in a country that 
is claimed to be a ‘democracy’, this is actually 
what is happening — and not only in Dundee! 


COVERT BOOKING 


Faced by the refusal of the council to allow it 
access to premises to which other political 
parties are allowed access, the BNP had no 
alternative but to hire a privately-owned hall 
for its meeting. Such a hall was located in a pub 
in the Menzieshill district of the city. This 
booking had to be made covertly, that is under 
a name which did not reveal the identity of the 
party hiring it. We in the BNP detest having to 
do this, but the situation in which we operate 
leaves us no other option. If an application 
under the party’s proper name were not 
refused outright, it would before long be 
refused by means of a cancellation of the 
booking as soon as the mobsters of the 
opposition turned the heat on the owners. The 
harsh laws of political survival dictate that we 
have to acquire premises in this way until such 
time as conditions change in this country and 
premises are available to us in the normal way. 

When the situation dictates that bookings of 
premises are made by this covert method, a 
way has to be found to advertise the intended 
meeting without disclosing its location to 
opponents so that they can put pressure for the 
booking to be withdrawn. The BNP practice 
has been to advertise a rendezvous point a 
short distance away at which those seeking to 
attend are met and then directed or taken to 
the meeting place at the very last moment, 
when members of the party have established 
effective occupation of the hall. This 
procedure was planned for Dundee, and the 
party advertised the main local railway station 
as the point of assembly for all interested 
persons. Knowledge of the final location was 
restricted to a very few, who would escort a 


larger number of party activists, comprising 
stewards, to the hall about half an hour before 
the scheduled start of the meeting. 

As soon as the rally was advertised, the 
machinery of suppression cranked into 
motion. Various groups of people of left-wing 
political leanings from all over Scotland 
started organising to assemble a mob in 
Dundee on the day for the purpose of using 
intimidation and violence to prevent the 
meeting taking place, or at least to prevent as 
many people as possible from getting to it. The 
bodies involved included certain sections of 
the Labour Party, the Socialist Workers Party, 
local Trades Councils and a group styling itself 
the Scottish Asian Action Committee’ — yes, 
some Asians in this country have assumed the 
right to dictate to British people when they 
may hold meetings and when not! Another 
group of people included left-wingers opposed 
to the Poll Tax — rather ironic in view of the 
fact that the BNP opposes that tax as strongly 
as they do! 

On the day, a mob estimated at about 500 
assorted left-wing militants descended on 
Dundee for the purpose of opposing the BNP 
rally. Only a minority of these were Dundee 
people. They congregated in the area of the 
railway station with the obvious purpose of 
intimidating those arriving there to go to the 
rally, some of the latter coming by train and 
some by road. The vast majority of BNP 
supporters are people of a kind who are not 
prone to being intimidated, and had it been 
left to them they would have proceeded to the 
rally regardless of the efforts of the mob to 
stop them. It was not left to them to make this 
decision, however; they were met by police at 
the station and ordered to leave the city at 
once on pain of arrest. They had no alternative 
but to do so — the BNP is a law-abiding organ- 
isation whose policy is to comply with the 
rulings of the police, even when it is extremely 
distasteful to do so. 

Some of those coming to the BNP rally were 
in fact attacked by the mob before the police 
arrived on the spot to direct them out of the 
city. One such group arrived by minibus from 
Fife. Another group of about 35-40 in number 
came by train from Edinburgh, this including 
four from Darlington in the North of England. 
They were met by the police on the platform 
and ordered to take the next train out of town, 
with some police present on that train to 
ensure they stayed on it. 

By means of all the reports we have 
received, we have estimated that over a 
hundred people coming to the rally by various 
means and from all over Scotland and the 
North of England were prevented from 
attending the rally by police action taken on 
the pretext of preventing a breach of the peace 
— that breach being one that the left-wing 
opponents of the BNP would have provoked 
— in one or two cases did provoke — and not 
one occasioned by BNP supporters them- 
selves. The BNP was in effect punished for 
trouble caused by its enemies, while the party 
itself was acting absolutely within the bounds 
of the law. 


CONFRONTATION 


Two parties of BNP supporters did in fact 
reach the scene of the rally. These were led by 
party officials who knew where the rally was 
being held and did not need to go to the 


rendezvous to find out. One was a small group 
of members and supporters from the Dundee 
area, led by Gareth Norman. The other was a 
much larger group, comprising about sixty, 
which had come in a chartered bus from 
Glasgow and which included the party leader 
John Tyndall, about fourteen members who 
had travelled up from London and the 
Midlands and numerous members and 
supporters from the West of Scotland. When 
these two parties, comprising about 70 in 
number, arrived at the meeting place they 
found facing them the advance party of the 
left-wing mob, who had been tipped off as to 
the location by a journalist. Faced with the 
large and strong BNP contingent, the mob was 
ashen-faced in appearance and unusually mute 
in sound. Surprise! Surprise! 

Needless to say, the manager of the pub had 
also been tipped off as to the identity of his 
guests, and he stood at door refusing entry to 
the BNP party. In the circumstances he could 
hardly be blamed. The mobsters were clearly 
bent on trouble, though at that point their 
numbers were modest. No doubt he had been 
informed that more would be on the way. 

It is a point of honour with the BNP that, 
when it goes to a place to hold a meeting, that 
meeting will go ahead whatever the obstacles 
placed in its way. Refused use of the hall and 
with no time nor possibility to obtain another 
hall, we elected to hold our rally in the pub 
carpark. The wall at the rear was used as a 
makeshift platform and the audience (by now 
about 80 in number) was briefly addressed by 
Gareth Norman, Scottish Regional Organiser 
Eric Brand, Paisley activist Tom Toye and 
finally John Tyndall. We made as good a job of 
the occasion as could be made in the circum- 
stances. We had said we would hold a rally in 
Dundee, and we did — even if less than half 
our audience was present to hear the speeches. 


POLICE TERMINATE RALLY 


After half an hour, the police ordered that 
the rally close down. By this time many more 
of the mobsters, called to the spot by the use of 
walkie-talkie radios, had turned up, and an 
angry confrontation took place. Between the 
reds and the BNP stood a line of police, also 
being steadily reinforced as time went on. 

The police instructed the BNP party to leave 
the area, and we promptly told them that we 
could not do this until our bus had returned. 
Police cars were sent out into the city to locate 
the bus and eventually it was located. It 
arrived after about three quarters of an hour. 
had passed by during which the left-wing mob 
and the BNP party traded comments with each 
other that were not exactly of a polite nature. 
Ideally we like to treat this kind of provocation 
with silent contempt, letting our faces and 
bearing say all that has to be said. Some of our 
younger activists, however, had by this time 
been sorely provoked and the leaders thought 
it better to let them work off their loathing of 
the reds in their own way rather than bottle it 
up. It was an amusing verbal exchange which 
provided some entertainment while we waited 
for the bus. 

When the latter came, we immediately 
boarded it. As this happened the mob, now 
about 150-200 in number, began to throw 
missiles. Two hefty stones struck windows on 


Contd. overleaf 


Page five 


CHARADE OF ‘DEMOCRACY’ 


RE-ENACTED AT DUNDEE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


the upper and lower decks of the bus and these 
promptly caved in. One group of BNP 
members, who had come up from Milton 
Keynes, started to disembark from the bus 
with the intention of dealing with the stone- 
throwers, but the police held them back. We 
had a draughty journey back to Glasgow but 
we were not dismayed. The day had not gone 
exactly as planned, but these events seldom 
do. We were the lucky ones who had had a 
rally; we commiserated with the unlucky ones 
who had been prevented from getting there. 


MEDIA REACTION 


The events of May 12th in Dundee won 
considerable publicity throughout Scotland, 
but, true to form, the media shed very little 
light on what actually happened. A respons- 
ible and honest press would have made it quite 
clear that an attempt had been made, by the 
use of violent means, to prevent the BNP 
holding a perfectly lawful rally, and those 
newspapers would have thoroughly 
condemned these tactics. Of course, nothing 
of the sort happened. The reports that we read 
uniformly gave the impression that the BNP 
were the ‘bad boys’ of the piece and were to 
blame for the trouble that occurred. Perhaps 
the most vicious, while at the same time the 
most ludicrous, was a report in the Scottish 
Sunday Express, which was headed ‘Fights as 
BNP brings dogs of war’. Having put in its 
readers’ minds the idea that the BNP came to 
Dundee with the object of stirring up trouble 
and being thoroughly nasty to everybody, the 
Express went on to underline that suggestion 
in almost every sentence of its report. The 
‘dogs of war’ in fact comprised one small pit 
bull terrier that one member had brought up 
from Milton Keynes. We met the animal the 
evening before and found him to be a friendly 
little chap who would not go out of his way to 
harm anyone. However, in the report it was 
stated of the arrival of the bus party coming 
from Glasgow that about 60 BNP activists, 
some armed with snooker cues and 
accompanied by snarling pit bull terriers, 
chanted sectarian slogans.”’ 

Not a word here, needless to say, about the 
rabidly abusive chanting that was coming from 
the left-wing demonstrators throughout the 
proceedings. As for the alleged ‘snooker 
cues’, this was pure invention. No such 
implements were present. Three or four BNP 
members were carrying Union Jack flags 
wrapped up in leather flag-cases, which may or 
may not have looked like the cases used by 
snooker players to carry their cues in. The 
contents of these cases any observant reporter 
could easily have seen when they were opened 
and the flags taken out. ‘Snooker cues’ it 
remained, however. It all makes more 
alarming reading, doesn’t it? 

Earlier in the report it had been stated that 
the BNP tried to stage a march. In fact the 
party had no such intention and gave not the 
slightest sign of any such intention. The report 
said that police had announced several arrests. 
It conveniently omitted to state that all these 
arrests had been of anti-BNP demonsirators 
and not one single one of a BNP supporter. 
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CONFRONTATION: police and demonstrators clash as the BNP arrives in Dundee E 


Fights as BNP brings dogs of war 


VIOLENCE broke out in Dundee yesterday 
as members of the extreme Right Wing Brit- 
ish National Party tried to stage a march. 
Despite a council ban, a handful gathered 
at their meeting place at the Tay Bridge rail- 
way station, but many others were put back 
on trains by police. 
Another group tried to enter Dundee ina 
van, but an opposing faction lay down in 
front of the vehicle in Union Street. 
Some of the 200 demonstrators attacked 
the van with bricks and placards. 
There was more trouble when BNP mem- 


bers from the west of Scotland arrived for a 
meeting addressed by veteran neo-Nazi John 
Tyndall at Menzieshill, Dundee. 


About 60 BNP activists, some armed with 
snooker cues and accompanied by snarling 
pit-bull terriers, chanted sectarian slogans. 


Police said there were several arrests. 


Dundee District Labour Council leader 
Mary Ward said: “These British National 
Party people have arrived here, some with. 
vicious-looking dogs, just looking for vio- 
lence. I’m horrified.” 


PRESS FABRICATION 
This is the report that appeared in the Scottish Sunday Express (May 13th), which ludicrously 
distorted the facts about what happened at the BNP rally in Dundee 


3 — 


The report concluded with a quoted 
comment by Dundee Labour Council leader 
Mary Ward, who said: ‘These British 
National Party people have arrived here, some 
with vicious-looking dogs, just looking for 
violence. I’m horrified.” 

This statement was such a total perversion 
of the truth that it leaves one almost speech- 
less. Right from the start, the violence was 
organised and perpetrated by Mrs. Ward’s 
left-wing friends of the Labour Party and its 
allied groups. From what the lady said, it was 
quite clear that she was present among the 
demonstrators herself and actually saw the 
attacks on BNP supporters and their bus as 
they left the meeting area. She is in effect a 
downright humbug and liar. Any newspaper 
reporter present would have been able to see 
that what Councillor Ward was saying was 
hogwash but the Scottish Sunday Express 
faithfully quoted her without making the 
slightest attempt to correct her manifest 
fabrications. 

In another report, this time in the Sunday 


Post, the same themes appeared, with 
references saying: ““The right-wingers, some 
with pit bull terriers and snooker cues, ignored 
the council ban in Dundee.“ In this report 
Mrs. Ward was again quoted, this time saying 
of the BNP: These people don’t care about 
democracy.“ The ‘democratic’ behaviour of 
the lady councillor’s friends was of course truly 
touching! 


THE CESSPIT THAT IS 
CONTEMPORARY BRITAIN 


The experiences of the BNP in Dundee on 
May 12th, duplicating as these did similar 
experiences in other towns and cities, vividly 
illustrated the cesspit of falsehood, hypocrisy, 
bigotry and fear that modern Britain has 
become. Here are our rulers proclaiming to 
their flocks and to the world at large what a 
shining example our country is of the virtues of 
‘democracy’ and ‘freedom’, while every effort 
is made to suppress the voice of true dissent to 
nS point at which it is silenced as ruthlessly as 
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it has ever been in the most totalitarian of 
foreign dictatorships. 

The politicians of Westminster will of course 
claim that they are not responsible for the 
policy of borough councils of refusing 
premises to organisations like the BNP, nor 
for the behaviour of violent left-wing mobs 
who congregate in city centres to intimidate 
us and those who wish to hear us. Indeed, no 
doubt Mrs. Thatcher, in her siren tones, would 
be quick to dissociate herself from such 
hooligan behaviour and proclaim that it is not 
representative of the British political tradition 
as borne by herself and her Government 
acolytes. 

But the reality is that it is government that 
has the power to prevent these things 
happening, and it has not done so. Govern- 
ment, with its present majority in the 
Commons, could quite easily pass through 
legislation to compel local councils to make 
their meeting halls available to all political and 
other groups, regardless of their opinions. No 
such legislation has ever been even 
contemplated. Thatcher and Co. are quite 
happy to see the rights of small radical parties 
trampled on contemptuously by town and city 
Soviets without lifting a finger to ensure 
justice on those groups’ behalf. 


MOBSTERS NOT PROSECUTED 


Under the Public Order Act of 1936, 
updated in 1986, legislation exists which gives 
the state power to prosecute those found to be 
engaged in the use of physical force in pursuit 
of a political objective. It should be 
abundantly clear that a pattern exists, nation- 
wide, of organised attempts to silence the BNP 
and other patriotic groups by means of the 
physical force of left-wing mobs transported 
considerable distances to the scene of these 
groups’ activities — as we have encountered 
them in all the places previously mentioned, 
plus a good many more, including London, 
Leicester, Liverpool and Glasgow. These 
mobsters do not just take themselves off, as if 
spontaneously, to the rallies staged by the 
patriots; they are organised to do so by people 
who know exactly what they are doing and 
whose purpose is violence and intimidation. 
These organisers have not been prosecuted. 
Why not? 

Finally, there is the question of the deploy- 
ment of the police to deal with the violent 
situations that are created by this organisation 
and planning. Whilst a lot is said about the 
‘independent’ nature of the powers of the 
various county constabularies, a common 
pattern of police deployment in one county 
after another indicates the existence of a 
common policy which must derive from some 
central source. In as much as Britain’s police 
forces fall ultimately within the sphere of 
responsibility of the Home Office (or in the 
case of Scotland the Scottish Office) and as 
these offices are ultimately merely depart- 
ments of government, there can be no other 
construction but to lay this common policy at 
the door of government, which, even if it did 
not initiate the policy, could alter it if it 
wished. 

And what is that common policy? It has a 
number of strands, and the main ones are as 
follows:- 

Firstly, on a number of occasions, as in 
Dundee and in London’s East End the 


previous month, police manpower present at 
the scene of confrontation between BNP and 
left-wing mobsters was inadequate in its 
deployment to ensure the safety of law-abiding 
people who wished to proceed to a lawful 
political meeting. At Dundee this resulted in 
the police ordering out of the city people who 
had committed no offence — on the alleged 
pretext that a breach of the peace could not 
otherwise be prevented. Similar police action 


‘was taken at York last November when BNP 


supporters arrived there likewise to attend a 
lawful meeting. 

In the East End of London on April 21st the 
scenario varied slightly from these occasions: 
BNP supporters were not ordered out of the 
area but they were forbidden to proceed from 
a rendezvous point to their rally in one large 
body but were required to do so in tiny groups 
of no more than half a dozen, each some 
distance from the others. This made them far 
more vulnerable to violent attacks by left-wing 
opponents able to outnumber them at the 
particular spots where they could be attacked. 
This police ruling could only have been 
justified had there been adequate police 
reserves all along the route to ensure the 
preservation of order. There were not, and 
several attacks took place. If police would not 
allow BNP supporters to proceed along the 
public highway in adequate strength to defend 
themselves, the police should have 
undertaken to defend them. If the police did 
not have sufficient resources to do this, why 
did they not permit the BNP to group together 
in sufficient strength to be able to resist 
attacks? 

In Bradford, in September 1989, and in 
Nottingham, in March 1990, police tactics 
were to deny the BNP a location for an open- 
air meeting near city centres after the party 
had been refused premises by city councils for 
indoor meetings. On each occasion, the 
location of the open-air meeting was in open 
country far away from the city centre and that 
location was not disclosed to BNP organisers 
until the very last minute, making it impossible 
for the BNP to advertise the meetings to the 
public or to redirect the public to those 
meetings from prearranged rendezvous 
points. In effect, the combined actions of 
police and city councils in both these areas 
made it quite impossible for the BNP to have a 
public meeting in any meaningful sense of the 
term. 

At Edinburgh, on December 2nd 1989, 
police would only permit BNP organisers to be 
present at the rendezvous point in tiny 


‘numbers — to be exact, in a number of two. 


With a large mob of several hundred 
opponents on the scene, it was quite 
impossible for these two to attend to the task 
of redirection of members of the public to the 
meeting. The police in fact allowed the mob to 
set upon the two and slightly injure 
them before moving in to restore order. 

On another occasion, in Birmingham on 
September 30th 1989, the police obliged the 
BNP to make a last-minute change in the 
location of its scheduled open- air meeting in 
the city centre but would not permit the party 
to send representatives to the previous 
location to redirect people to the new one. 
Again, the party was prevented from holding a 
proper public meeting, for no meeting can 
properly be called ‘public’ unless it is 
advertised in advance and held under 


conditions that permit those to whom it has 
been advertised to find out where it is and get 
to it. 

It might be said in defence of these police 
actions and directives that they were dictated 
essentially by considerations of public order 
and not in any way politically motivated. It 
might be said that in the circumstances 
prevailing the police had no alternative but to 
act as they did if serious breaches of the peace 
were to be avoided. 

But these defences will not stand up to close 
scrutiny when the facts are known. At York 
and at Dundee BNP supporters were ordered 
out of town on the pretext that a breach of the 
peace would otherwise have resulted. Why 
then were members of the left-wing mobs not 
ordered out of town also, particularly when, as 
was obvious, they were the ones intent on 
disorder and not the supporters of the BNP? 
Why, in London, were BNP supporters 
obliged to separate into small groups rather 
than form one large one when a breach of the 
peace would obviously have been far less 
likely in the latter event? Why, in Birming- 
ham, Bradford, Nottingham and Edinburgh, 
were the mobsters not ordered out of town 
immediately they arrived there, when it was 
obvious they had come to town for the purpose 
of causing trouble? 


POLICE CURB NATIONALISTS BUT 
NOT THEIR OPPONENTS 


These questions tear to shreds the theory 
that police actions are determined solely by 
public order considerations and not by 
political ones. The fact is that it is always the 
rights of law-abiding bodies like the BNP that 
are trampled upon, never the rights of those 
who organise violent mobs to intimidate 
them. Police do, admittedly, arrest individual 
mobsters on some occasions when they 
commit specific acts of disorder, as was the 
case at Dundee and elsewhere. But there is not 
the slightest sign of police anywhere taking the 
kind of preventative action to forestall the 
mobs as they do to forestall the BNP. 

It is our observation that the ordinary police 
bobby, the PC on the spot, privately 
sympathises more with the BNP than with its 
opponents. His action on these occasions is on 
the whole fair, impartial and correct. We do 
not wish to criticise him. 

But overall police deployment is of course 
decided by officers much higher up, usually by 
chief superintendents or their seniors. It is our 
observation that these chiefs are, more often 
than not, disposed to act in a way decidedly 
prejudicial to the BNP and lenient to the left- 
wing mobsters. We are in no doubt, as a result 
of extensive experience, that these heads of 
police act in accordance with a consciously 
determined policy aimed at placing every 
handicap in the way of the BNP in its efforts to 
hold public meetings. Given that such a policy 
exists, it follows that the left-wing mobsters 
must be seen as allies in the carrying out of that 
policy, for their presence provides senior 
police officers with exactly the excuse they 
need to box the BNP into corners where either 
it is unable to hold a meeting at all or, if it is 
able, the meeting is held under conditions 
which simply do not permit ordinary members 
of the public to attend it. 

What all this means is that there is a four- 
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pronged assault on the right of the BNP and 
other patriotic groups in Britain to hold 
meetings and other public assemblies whereby 
they may communicate their views to the 
British people. First and most obvious, there is 
the prong represented by the left-wing 
mobsters themselves. Then there is the prong 
that comes in the form of the various town and 
city councils, who refuse us the hire of council- 
controlled premises so that we are then 
obliged to use privately-owned premises, thus 
rendering the owners vulnerable to left-wing 
intimidation, which invariably succeeds except 
where we are able to conceal our identity from 
the owners until the very last minute. 

The third prong is represented by the chiefs 
of police in the various counties and their 
deputies, who quite clearly operate within the 
framework of a policy which favours the right 
of left-wing mobsters to organise and mobilise 
in city and town centres but not the right of 
nationalists to venture into the same places at 
the same times, nor to proceed about in 
formations large enough and strong enough to 
deter or resist attack. In the carrying out of this 
policy the ordinary PC, and probably every 
kind of officer up to and including inspector 
level, just has to do what he’s told. 

The final prong is the prong of government, 
which, as stated before, could intervene to 
stop these abuses but does not intervene. We 
can be quite sure that if it were the rights of 
almost any body of people other than the BNP 
and fellow British patriots that were being 
violated government would respond urgently 


to the challenge and would ensure that those 
rights were safeguarded. It does not, however, 
do so in our case. By its sins of omission, if not 
of commission, it conspires with the others to 
ensure that we are gagged. 


GOVERNMENT BLESSING 


To this must be added the fact that, as shown 
before, a common policy for the policing of 
events involving British Nationalists certainly 
appears to operate. Such a policy must most 
certainly have the blessing of the Govern- 
ment, if indeed it has not been initiated by 
government. 

It might even be possible to add a fifth prong 
to the four so far mentioned, in that the mass 
media are undoubtedly a party to the whole 
business. Persistently, the newspapers and 
broadcasting services fail to report incidents 
affecting the BNP’s right of assembly in a way 
that makes it clear that that right is being 
violated by the action of left-wing mobs. 
Persistently, the media report these events ina 
manner that suggests the BNP should share 
equal blame with its opponents — if indeed 
not more blame than those opponents — for 
outbreaks of disorder. Persistently, the media 
have failed to condemn the real culprits for the 
disorders, let alone suggest that there is any 
organised conspiracy — as there so obviously 
is — to deny the BNP a hearing. This media 
misrepresentation and cover-up effectively 
prevents the mobilisation of public opinion in 
Britain against those who are acting against all 
the traditions and principles of freedom in 
which Britain is supposed to serve as a beacon 
to the world. 

As we know the nature of those who control 
the media, this does not of course surprise us. 


WE DO NOT ADMIT DEFEAT 


These tactics may on occasions hinder us, 
but they are not defeating us! We continue to 
hold our rallies, albeit sometimes under 
conditions of exceptional difficulty. What we 
often lose in the way of audiences prevented 
from hearing us we gain in the publicity arising 
from the incidents involved. In the meantime 
we are reaching the people by other means, 
such as our leaflets, posters, stickers, 
newspapers, magazines, video and sound 
recordings and other promotional aids. Our 
rate of recruitment of new members is now 
faster than ever before. To paraphrase 
Nietzsche, that which does not destroy us 
makes us stronger! 

At the same time, we gain in one other 
benefit from what is now happening. The mask 
is systematically being torn from the face of 
‘democracy’ — that squalid and dishonest 
racket of a system which purports to defend 
people’s freedoms while in fact contriving to 
destroy them. Due to the experiences suffered 
by many people who attempted to come to our 
meetings and hear our speakers, those people 
have undergone a traumatic education. From 
being the naive believers in Britain as a ‘free 
country’, they have awakened to the reality 
that this country is not free at all, and that 
underneath all the gloss and fluff of the 
‘democratic’ ideology there exists nothing of 
substance whatever. So the upshot of all this 
conspiracy of suppression is that it is 
rebounding dramatically on its operatives and 
their collaborators: it is revealing the barren- 
ness and bankruptcy of their system as they 
have never been revealed before. Like those 
regimes of falsehood and oppression that once 
existed in Eastern Europe, the system is 
crumbling and collapsing. Its end is certain. 


HAS SOCIALISM A FUTURE? 


JOHN TYNDALL asks: Does the end of the red dream mean 
the end of all ideals of community and social order? 


BRITAIN’S TORY PRESS is at the moment 
busy writing the final obituaries to the 
communist system in Eastern Europe. Few of 
us will lament its death, though we should be on 
our guard lest the power-cliques who spawned 
that system re-emerge under new colours and 
other names. At least the social and economic 
theories of Marx and Lenin which have 
provided so much of the bricks and mortar of 
communism lie in ruins, utterly discredited by 
more than 70 years of failure. But does this 
mean a triumph for the seemingly contra- 
dictory principles of the liberal-capitalist 
West? 

Does it mean, as many in high places would 
wish it to mean, that the world of the future is 
to be one governed by the social ethics of 
individual greed and selfishness and by the 
economics of the casino and the commercial 
jungle? Does it mean that henceforth there 
will, in Mrs. Thatcher’s words, be no such 
thing as society, only the individual?“ Does it 
mean that the value of everything, from public 
transport services to culture and the arts, will 
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be determined by the laws of the market place 
and the criteria of profit? 

Does it mean that there will no longer be 
room for any kind of socialism? 

This would most certainly seem to be the 
case if the arbiters of the new decade and the 
new century to follow it are people of the kind 
who prevail in the present British Government 
and its supporting organs of the mass media — 
for are they not constantly telling us that 
communism and socialism are inhabitants of 
the same stable and that the first is merely a 
more extreme form of the second. 

But if the world to come is to have no room 
for any values or institutions liable to invite the 
label ‘socialist’ just what kind of nations and 
what kind of communities are going to exist 
anywhere? A nation is surely much more than 
a mere aggregate of self-interested individuals 
who happen to inhabit a defined geographical 
area. So also is it much more than a group of 
people living under common laws, instituted 
by a common parliament out of which is 
selected a common government. A nation, if it 


is to mean anything at all, is a brotherhood 
comprising people of a common ethnic stock, 
owing respect to a common history, proud of 
common traditions and working for a common 
future, a common destiny. 

Above all, a nation is a community 
presumed to be bound together in common 
interest. 

And if this concept of common interest is 
accepted, institutions are going to be needed 
that will ensure its continuing defence. Not 
only will that defence require common laws, as 
is generally accepted; it will require something 
rather more: it will require a code of citizen- 
ship that will bind each individual in the nation 
to all the others, which will establish a spirit of 
interdependence between each individual and 
all the others and which will bind the fate of 
each one to the fate of all. 

Such a code of citizenship must impress 
upon the individual that he is not, as some 
would have him suppose, a completely free 
agent, able to live his life exactly as suits him, 
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not only without regard to his neighbour but 
also without regard to oncoming generations. 
It will need to instil into him a consciousness 
that he is not a mere atom, but that he is a link 
in a chain of racial evolution, being what he is, 
and having what he has, because of the 
qualities and achievements of his ancestors — 
and therefore owing to his offspring, and their 
offspring thereafter, a debt of commitment: a 
commitment to live his life in such a way that 
what is good in his heritage will be handed on 
to them as their heritage, and so on into 
infinity. 

If such a code of citizenship is to mean 
anything, those obligations that are imposed 
upon some must be imposed upon all. 
National defence, for instance, cannot be a 
duty which men choose or decline to choose to 
take on themselves, according to whether they 
elect to be professional servicemen or not; it 
must be a duty that, in the last resort, falls 
upon every able-bodied male except the 
elderly and the very young. ‘Consciencious 
objection’ should not be a right available to 
anyone who opts for it — for will the 
concientious objector be excluded from the 
fruits of victory if the war be won? Or will not 
others suffer equally with him if the war be 
lost? 

Without such a binding code of citizenship, 
what is to be the place of the private business- 
man? Should his freedom to buy and sell be 
unfettered by any bounds of national interest 
or patriotic obligation? Are his activities to be 
determined by the vagaries of the market 
alone, and with his personal profit the only 
restraining thought? Has he no binding loyalty 
to his workforce as he would expect that 
workforce to be bound in loyalty to him? 
Should he be entitled to deliver thousands of 
his countrymen to the dole merely because 
‘economic freedom’ grants him the licence to 
transfer his contracts to Taiwan or Singapore 
as the statistics in his computer prompt him? 

And should the prosperity of a great trading 
company be determined, not by the efficiency 
of its labour and the sophistication of its plant, 
nor by the demand for its products, but only by 
the momentary value of its shares on the stock 
exchange after a riot of international buying 
and selling fuelled only by the motive of 
speculation? 

These are questions that we must ask 
ourselves with the utmost seriousness as we 
contemplate the type of political, economic 
and social order under which we are going to 
live in a future in which communism is dead. 
Does that death invalidate every principle that 
holds that the social good should prevail over 
the private good? And if it does not, are we 
entirely right to presume that there is no place 
in the future for any kind of socialism? 


A QUESTION OF SEMANTICS 


In The Eleventh Hour (Chapter 3), I 
described my early interest in socialism and 
my belief that it might provide the solution to 
the social questions that were disturbing me. I 
then went on to explain my subsequent disill- 
usionment after perceiving the intellectual and 
moral bankruptcy of the British left, ending by 
saying that: ‘‘...despite some initial attraction, 
I could never become a socialist.”’ 

This latter assertion was made with the 
thought in mind that the vast majority of those 
reading the book would only be able to define 
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INDUSTRY 

Is it to be a national resource, used for the people’s good, or a tool of profiteers dedicated only to 
self-interest? 
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the terms ‘socialist’ and ‘socialism’ by 
reference to their meanings as represented on 
the left of politics. With this consideration in 
mind, some distancing was called for. 

But there is quite obviously a danger that, in 
disowning socialism, we can go to the opposite 
extreme. Prompting this thought was an 
article I read recently in a strongly right-wing 
publication in which it was argued that: ‘‘The 
only forces to have posed a serious challenge 
to the democratic system in this century have 
been bolshevism and fascism, and both of 
these were thoroughly socialistic.” This 
statement seems like an echo of some of the 
polemics regularly appearing in Tory public- 
ations of the Monday Club type, which 
proclaim that communism and fascism 
(national socialism) were merely variations of 
the same thing. To anyone who has seriously 
studied these systems and ideologies, such a 
theory is palpable nonsense; if bolshevism and 
fascism (national socialism) have anything in 
common it is their mutual recognition that no 
society can function effectively without 
discipline and order, and that a pluralistic 
society will always be a society divided against 
itself. To those who prefer the surface to the 
essence of a subject, this may seem conclusive 
in linking the two ideologies together. But in 
fact no two sets of idologies — bolshevism, on 
the one hand, and fascism/national socialism, 
on the other — could be further apart. If 
discipline and order they have in common, the 
purposes to which that discipline and order are 
to be directed are wholly different. One is 
international; the other is essentially national. 
One is egalitarian; the other is based on a 
belief in inherent inequality. One is, at base, 
materialistic; the other sees material improve- 
ment as well down in the list of human 
priorities and, in the last resort, merely a 
means to an end. To one, the state and its 
ruling ideology represent the ultimate good 


and the ultimate object of loyalty; to the other, 
the state is merely a mechanism to be put at the 
service of nation and folk, and one to be 
discarded the moment it ceases to serve the 
nation and folk. 

In the eyes of the communist, all history is to 
be seen as a process of class struggle, with 
every defeat of the so-called ‘ruling class’ a 
positive evolutionary step forward — irres- 
pective of the worth of that ruling class and the 
desirable conditions it may have created for 
those under it; in the eyes of the fascist/ 
national socialist, history is fundamentally a 
national and racial struggle, with ruling classes 
evaluated according to their positive or 
negative contributions to the welfare of their 
nations and/or races. History, to the 
communist, is one continual progression 
upward, with the final goal being the creation 
of the permanent communist state; to the 
fascist or national socialist, history is cyclic, 
with its phases of birth, growth and decline of 
states and cultures. Positive evolution is 
accepted as such only when it is biological, that 
is to say it is an evolution towards an improve- 
ment in the quality of the human racial stock 
— a concept which is total anathema to the 
bolshevik mind, which holds that every human 
achievement and every human level of 
existence is the product of economic, social 
and educational forces. To the bolshevik, 
every two-legged mammal on earth, given the 
desired economic, social and educational 
environment, has the capacity to become a 
Newton, a Shakespeare, a Mozart, a 
Leonardo or an Edison. To the fascist or 
national socialist, while economic, social and 
educational factors can indeed influence 
human echievement (sometimes for better 
but, equally, sometimes for worse), the 
achievement potential of every individual, as 
of every race, has a certain ceiling which is 
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HAS SOCIALISM A FUTURE? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


determined by that individual’s or race’s 
genetic inheritance. From this it follows that, 
to the fascist or national socialist, neither 
individuals within a nation nor nations and 
races within the global scheme of things should 
be seen as having identical roles or functions 
based on the presumption of identical 
capability; on the contrary, nature imposes a 
hierarchical order of things, with each finding 
a role fitted to genetic capacity. This belief, in 
as much as it postulates different roles for 
‘different races, has been distorted by 
communist and liberal propaganda into one 
based on ‘racial hatred’ and desire on the part 
of more favoured races to harm those that are 
less favoured; the reply of the fascist or 
national socialist would be that it is far more 
harmful to the less favoured races to give them 
expectations that, in the natural scheme of 
things, are beyond their grasp, and the futile 
pursuit of which can only cause them misery 
and resentment when their ambitions are not 
fulfilled. 

These few illustrations should establish once 
and for all the vast ideological divide between 
bolshevism on the one hand and fascism and 
national socialism on the other hand. It is not 
the purpose here even to argue whether one or 
the other are right or wrong, good or bad, only 
to demolish once and for all the suggestion that 
they have anything in common except in the 
most superficial details. 


NATIONAL SOCIALISM 


Why then, considering these vast differ- 
ences, did the German Nazis call their party 
‘National Socialist’ and their creed ‘National 
Socialism’? This, no doubt, will be the 
rejoinder of the right-wing Tory, who remains 
possessed by the itch to keep every piece of 
political nomenclature confined within the 
neat little compartments into which his tunnel 

vision has placed them. Incapable of 
conceiving any form of socialism that is not of 
the left-wing variety, he cannot accept that the 
term ‘national socialist’ might describe a 
movement belonging other than to the left. 

The first answer is that term pre-dated the 
foundation of the Hitler party in Germany and 
was in fact in use for some years before World 
War I. It is easy to understand the practical 
considerations that prompted Hitler and his 
followers to adopt it: the star of socialism was 
on the ascendant almost everywhere; the 
communist experiment had not yet had 
sufficient time to demonstrate its disastrous 
failure; to people of the working classes in a 
great many countries, Germany included, 
socialism was a word that symbolised justice 
and hope. It was necessary to win the German 
workers away from an internationalist and 
anti-German creed and towards a patriotic and 
German one. The juxtaposition of the words 
‘National’ and ‘Socialist’ made sound tactical 
sense at the time. 

But there was much more to this than just a 
slick piece of propagandist legerdemain. 
Would it have been right to concede to the left 
a divinely ordained copyright on the word 
‘socialist’? Did the left in fact have any natural 
entitlement to that word at all? Many at the 
time did not think so. It could indeed have 
been argued that the left had simply arrogated 
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the word to themselves in a kind of semantic 
piracy because they saw that, viewed in a 
certain context, it had an appeal to the noblest 
of instincts, and could be used to mask designs 
which had little, if anything, in common with 
those originally giving rise to it. 

George H. Sabine, in his A History of 
Political Theory (Harrap, 1937), reminds us 
that long predating Hitler’s party in Germany 
was ‘Prussian Socialism’, which he introduced 
thus:- 


In Germany also the idea that all the nation’s 
resources, both economic and cultural, might 
be consolidated for national purposes was old 
and familiar... Sometimes the idea had been 
exploited mainly in the interest of nation- 
alism, sometimes of socialism, but whatever 
the emphasis the idea was no novelty. It was 
essentially the principle that the philosopher 
Fichte had developed in Der Geschlossene 
Handelstaat as far back as 1800. The 
economic philosophy of Friedrich List had 
departed from the non-political tradition of 
English economics in being quite definitely a 
plan for national economic development, 
with political regulation of both capital and 
labour in the interest of national expansion. 
Though German party socialism had been in 
general Marxian, socialist speculation had 
always included figures like Rodbertus, 
Lassalle and Eugen Duhring, whose 
philosophy leaned towards some kind of state 
socialism rather than toward internat- 
ionalism. The idea that the class struggle 
might be supplanted by some form of co- 
operation between capital and labour had 
almost been a characteristic heresy of 
Marxian revisionists. ” 


Here we must clearly understand the 
distinction between the idea that “all the 
nation’s resources...might be consolidated for 
national purposes” and the left-wing socialist 
concept of the state supervising every detail of 
economic production and distribution, with no 
scope given to private initiative nor for 
competition or profit. In the first place, the 
state determines a broad national strategy for 
economic development and lays down basic 
rules governed by the overall requirements of 
the natidnal interest: it then allows private 
economic forces to compete with one another 
towards the achievement of that strategy and 
within those rules, with profit allowed as the 
reward for hard work and efficiency and 
competition as the stimulant to those things. In 
the second place, neither profit nor compet- 
ition are permitted, and the result, quite 
naturally, is the total stagnation of the 
productive process. 


TO EACH ACCORDING... 


Marxism has given us the slogan “From 
each according to his ability, to each according 
to his need.” Obviously, if ‘need’ is to be the 
criterion of what fruits of production should go 
this person and what fruits to that, the whole 
inducement to a worker to give of his best is 
removed in a stroke, and everyone competes 
with each other only to demonstrate ‘need’ of 
this and that. This is pure Bennite welfare- 
statism of the worst kind. If the idle and 
useless dross of society can give proof of the 
‘need’ for the good things of life, those good 
things must be rendered to them, quite 
irrespective of their contribution to the 
community’s achievement of wealth and 
progress. 


Substitute just one word in this slogan and 
you have a totally different and contrary social 
philosophy and ethic. In place of ‘need’, insert 
the word ‘deserts’, so that the slogan reads: 
From each according to his ability, to each 
according to his deserts.” Who then could 
quarrel with that principle? It is not a Marxist 
principle. It is not even a leftist principle. It is a 
principle that should underlie all reasonable 
concepts of social justice. 

Sabine, further on in the quoted paragraph, 
spoke of a “plan for national economic 
development, with political regulation of both 
capital and labour in the interest of national 
expansion.” Again one must ask: who can 
reasonably quarrel with that concept? Yet 
today, as an epitaph to communism in Eastern 
Europe, our politicians and Tory journalists 
are proclaiming that the failure of the 
communist experiment surely demonstrates 
the futility of economic planning. Hence- 
forward, all sound economic wisdom must 
embrace the idea of the spontaneous inter- 
action between one profiteering interest and 
another as something out of which, somehow, 
the common interest of all will be served. That 
simply is not the way things happen in the real 
world, as we ought to know from long 
experience. 

Here surely it is a question of how we define 
political regulation of both capital and 
labour.” The concept is indeed open to 
numerous definitions. On the extreme of the 
left, neither capital nor labour is allowed any 
freedom of manoeuvre at all — indeed no 
capital other than state capital is allowed 
whatsoever. Because that procedure has 
manifestly failed to work, as demonstrated in 
the Soviet Bloc, it simply does not follow that 
any form of political regulation of capital and 
labour is to be accounted as bad. 

A pragmatic approach to these questions 
would give to capital the freedom to make its 
own decisions over a very wide range of 
matters concerning production and distrib- 
ution, this choice being based on the 
presumption (true much more often than not) 
that those heads of industry who have been 
able to survive in a competitive market have 
proved themselves to be competent and are 
therefore probably better equipped to make 
such decisions than state-appointees who have 
been chosen on the purely theoretical guess 
that they will succeed. 

Nevertheless, to place no limits at all on the 
decision-making powers of the private heads 
of industry would be a recipe for national 
economic disaster. Left to themselves, those 
heads may indeed decide that much greater 
profits for themselves would accrue from 
factories employing cheap labour in the Far 
East than from those employing relatively 
much higher paid labour in Birmingham or on 
Clydeside. Left entirely to himself, the large- 
scale investor may well decide that much 
greater dividends will come to him from 
buying shares in Chilean copper than in 
Welsh steel. To leave the industrialist and the 
financier to pursue his own purely selfish 
interest in a world economy that knows no 
national boundaries nor national loyalties is to 
give the green light to economic anarchy, 
which is the certain end of the line if we are 
prepared to follow the prescriptions now being 
peddled, with crusading fury, by advocates of 
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the ‘free market’ philosophy beloved of Mrs. 
Thatcher and conducive, as the last eleven 
years have proved, to British industrial 
suicide. 

Yet over the years in which we have 
insisted, without remit, that there must be 
some limit to the interplay of private economic 
forces and that such a limit can only be 
imposed by the power of national government, 
catering for national needs, we have consist- 
ently been accused by ‘right-wingers’ of 
advocating policies that are ‘socialist’. It avails 
us nothing to protest that we favour private 
ownership and control of most of the forces of 
production and distribution, and that we 
support competition between those forces as 
the stimulant to efficiency and effort, finally 
that we endorse profit as the reward for 
success in that competition. It is deemed 
‘socialist’ merely to suggest any restriction on 
the freedom of profiteering forces to do as they 
like, and to consider only themselves — no 
matter how strongly the national interest 
dictates that restriction. Indeed, some Tories 
will argue that the very concept of a ‘national 
interest’ applied as a criterion of which 
economic activity should be allowed and which 
not is a ‘socialist’ one. It would appear from 
this logic that no policy of nationalism is 
possible except through socialism. 


THE SOCIAL ETHIC 


So who is right? Are Tories right in asserting 
that all direction of the economy for national 
purposes must lead us to socialism? If this is 
the case, we must admit to being socialists — 
of a kind. Or are those people right who would 
say that the very term ‘socialism’ has been 
uprooted and twisted out of all recognition to 
its original meaning and thenceforward 


appropriated by the left for its own purposes 


— that in fact ‘socialism’, as in use today, 
means something entirely different to what it 
ought to mean? 

It could in fact be argued that both are right, 
for if we are to accept a definition of socialism 
that owes nothing to the ideologies of the left 
but is based simply upon the belief in a ‘social 
ethic’, a recognition that there must be an 
interest and a purpose guiding a community 
forward that prevails over pure individual 


greed, we may indeed accept the Tory view 


that it is ‘socialist’ to favour any economic 


doctrine other than that of the world-market 


free-for-all. But of course the Tory has his own 
motive in all this debate. He has managed to 
attach to the word ‘socialism’ such a 
perjurative connotation that millions are 
prepared to damn it out of court without the 
slightest effort to examine it in the many 
meanings in which it has been used. 


TACTICAL IMPERATIVES FOR THE 
NINETIES 


For this reason, I believe that we have 
reached a stage where commonsense political 
tactics dictate that the term should be used 
very sparingly, in low key and not without 
careful qualification and detailed interpret- 
ation. It should not be incorporated into public 
slogans, least of all should it be featured in the 
names of political parties and campaigns. Just 
as it was an asset in the socialist Spring of the 
1920s, so has it become a liability in the 
socialist Winter of the 1990s. 

But that does not mean that we should fall 
into the trap of shouting with the Tories in 
condemnation of every socialist concept, 
national or international. Whence came the 


word ‘socialist’? We know that it came from 
the root-words ‘society’ and ‘social’. We know 
that to many who embraced it before it had 
been subject to Marxist hi-jacking it meant 
belief in a social ethic and social responsibility. 
‘Socialist’ stood in direct opposition to the 
word ‘individualist’, in the latter case meaning 
selfish and egocentric as opposed to altruistic 
and community-minded. The socialist concept 
when applied to such a primordial unit as the 
tribe meant that the good of the tribe took 
precedence over the interest of the individual 
tribe member, that individual activity within 
the tribe, however much self-motivated or 
family-motivated, must be confined within 
bounds determined by the tribal good. Given 
that definition of what is ‘socialism’, could it 
seriously be contested that socialism has a 
future — that indeed the future belongs to 
socialism? 

We are all now witnessing the ignominious 
collapse of the Marxist experiment, and we 
know that few people seriously believe in 
Marxism anymore. What is perhaps less 
obvious is that we are also not so very far away 
from seeing the collapse of those societies 
based on the ethic of individual selfishness and 
greed, upon economic anarchy and upon the 
idea that if something makes a profit it must be 
good — in short, everything that we under- 
stand by the word capitalism. Out of this 
collapse and the ensuing chaos there must 
emerge some alternative way of organising the 
lives of nations. Who can predict with 
certainty that when that time comes the word 
‘socialist’ will not take on a meaning 
unimagined today, and become again a 
concept of noble aspiration, professed with 
pride and listened to with hope? 


BRITISH SURVIVAL IN 
THE NEW CENTURY 


GEORGE POMFRET proposes a geopolitical alternative 


to European Union 


TRADITIONALLY, British geopolitical 
thought has been ‘possibilist’ in nature. Its 
recurring theme has been that of the primacy of 
man over geography. That is that is that man, 
properly motivated, and assisted by 
technology, can overcome the forces of nature, 
and use — instead of serve — geography. 
The British geopolitical theoreticians of the 
past would be amazed, then, at what passes for 
geopolitical thought among their successors 
today. Sir Halford Mackinder, in particular, 
would be dismayed to know that the innocent 
observation he made in 1909, to the effect that 
the low-lying south-eastern region of England 
was but an insular extension of the North 
European Plain, has been twisted to ‘prove’, 
geographically and therefore geopolitically, 
that Great Britain has really always been a 
part of Continental Europe! The English 
Channel? Irrelevant (I wonder what Napoleon 
would have said to that). And the distinctive 


racial and cultural differences that exist 
between the peoples inhabiting these two land 
masses on either side of this ‘shallow channel’? 
Incidental — especially when one considers 
what is at stake: the interest of the Inter- 
national Money Power. Because of this, it is 
now proposed that the EC’s ‘Lotharingian 
Axis’ (the trans-national EC core area) be 
extended across the Channel to include the 
British economic core area (roughly, the area 
between the South Pennines and London). 
What an honour for the nation! 

Just how far can this ‘determinist’ line of 
thought (i.e. geographical proximity) be 
taken? The Falkland Islands are about three 
hundred miles offshore from Argentina. With 
devastating logic, Argentine geopoliticians 
theorise that, since the Falklands and 
Argentina share the same continental 
submarine platform, the islands must belong 
to Argentina! I wonder if they’ve heard this 


theory in Dublin! 


MULTI-NATIONAL STATES 


The fact that the EC (which may be 
expanded to include not only the nations of 
Eastern Europe but perhaps even the USSR 
— or what’s left of it) is a multi-national, 
multi-racial, multi-cultural entity bothers the 
Money Power not in the least. The multi- 
national, multi-racial, multi-cultural Austrian 
Empire of the last century, and the multi- 
national, multi-racial, multi-cultural Soviet 
Empire of the present one, used naked force to 
govern their artificial domains. The nascent 
Money Empire of the 21st century proposes to 
approach the ‘multi- problem’ differently. 
Using techniques which have proven so 
successful in the ‘sovereign’ nations of the 
West, it would first simply paper over the 
more obvious irregularities and absurdities 
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BRITISH SURVIVAL IN. 


THE NEW CENTURY 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


with money. Second, it would seek to enshrine 
its ‘laws’ concerning the free flow of money 
and the free flow of labour (an ominous 
phrase, if there ever was one) within the inter- 
national subconsciousness. Then it would 
paralyse the people of the ‘Euro-mass’ with 
liberal democracy, stupify it with materialism 
and create a continent-wide, debt-based 
consumer society — a vast ‘free-market’ 
feeding ground for multi-national business. 
What difference would it then make to the 
individual ‘economic unit’ if, going out of 
doors (if he dares to go out of doors), he 
cannot tell by the faces he sees, or the 
languages he hears, what country he is in? 
True, his soul may be rotting, but at least he is 
materially sated. Or is he? 


EUROPE OVERPOPULATED 
AND UNDER-RESOURCED 

The present EC is not only overpopulated, it 
is also resource-depleted. It needs a resource 
base; and in the past two mineral-rich regions 
have been eyed. To the north are the Scandin- 
avian countries, and their overseas respons- 
ibilities: the Svalbard Archipelago and 
Greenland. To the south is Africa and the 
emerging Eurafrican region. And this is 
probably why so much trouble has been taken, 
over the past four decades, to destabilise 
Africa: in order to turn it into the obedient 
servant of a macro-regional political unit — 
the Greater European Community. 

Recently, however, there has been a new 
development. As western capital has, with 
unseemly haste, sought to fill the vacuum 
created by the Soviet abdication in Eastern 
Europe, so too it is now exploring investment 
opportunities within the Soviet Union itself. 
Of special ingerest are long-term leases which 
will allow it to exploit the Soviet Union’s 
extensive natural resources. 


EUROPE’S LOVE OF SUB-STATES 


Geographically, how does the EC view the 
United Kingdom? Well, when its political 
geographers look at the UK they see three 
peripheral ‘sub-states’: Wales, Scotland and 
Ulster. The EC loves sub-states. It also loves 
intense regional identifications, and small 
nations in general. It would love to see 
political devolution flourish; and it gazes 
fondly on autonomy groups. You see, sub- 
nationalists make good little internationalists. 
Although at first, perhaps, this may seem a 
contradictionary precept, in fact regional 
autonomy and internationalism complement 
each other perfectly. The long and the short of 
it is that the smaller the state the weaker the 
state, and the more likely it is to bend to the 
supra-national will. But larger states, 
especially nuclear-armed ones like the UK, 
are much more difficult for the EC to digest. 

The British sub- nationalists / internation- 
alists (who may or may not be racial nation- 
alists) who seek European integration are a 
puzzling breed. While small may indeed 
(sometimes) be beautiful, smallness of scale 
(and the benefits which go with it) is only 
possible when the minuscule entity rests 
secure within a much larger framework. The 
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EC does not and cannot represent this 
framework. 

Presumably, the sub- nationalists believe 
that their respective sub- states would retain 
their particular cultural identities within the 
planned internationalist scheme of things. At 
the same time, however, they also accept that 
their sub- states would be economically 
interdependent, militarily integrated and 


LEADING 
BRITAIN INTO 
A DEAD END 
Edward Heath 
signs us into 
Europe, 1973 


subject to supra-national authority. But really, 
‘interdependent’ is just a euphemism for 
‘dependent’; and military integration simply 
means that a nation no longer controls its own 
armed forces; while the faceless authority, 
before which they seem willing to prostrate 
themselves, is not known for its benevolence. 
Nor is there any evidence that there are plans 
to keep the distinctive cultures distinctive. Far 
from it. Considering the real forces behind the 
EC, the ever-increasing cultural pollution 
seeping into Britain, plus the promised ‘free 
movement of labour’, these sub-states really 
haven’t got a prayer. 


EUROPE NOT A SINGLE CULTURE 


And as far as there being a single ‘Euro- 
pean culture’ is concerned — be serious! 
Among the British alone there are numerous 
cultural differences which most of us would 
want to preserve. To seek to toss these 
voluntarily into a cultural stew, which also 
contains currently, among others, Portugese, 
Sicilian, Greek and, if Turkey is admitted, 
Kurdish parts, thereby diluting our own 
culture beyond recognition, is madness. It is a 
myth of the same proportions as the great 
‘American Melting Pot’. The most that the 
sub-nationalists/internationalists can hope for 
is a future in which their small, carefully 
delimited chunks of soil become insular cages 
(or prisons) within the greater European zoo. 
But what happens if their populations expand 
and, one day, on the far side of the continent 
there is a crop failure? Who then will decide if 
this sub-nation is to be fed or not? No, 
‘independence’ within a united Europe is 
really the most contradictory of phrases. 


THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE 


For the United Kingdom, the only alter- 
native to engulfment in this planned Euro- 
mass is full-fledged British Nationalism and, 


ideally, a much closer relationship with the 


other members of the White Commonwealth: 
Australia, Canada and New Zealand. 

In The Eleventh Hour, in the chapter 
entitled ‘The Imperial Imperative’, John 


Tyndall discusses the foundations of this, the 
true historical ‘special relationship’, and 
makes proposals for a closer association in the 
future. Let us assume, for a moment, that such 
an association was already an actuality. For 
the sake of convenience, and to dissociate it 
from the existing ‘Commonwealth’, we shall 
refer to it as the White Commonwealth 
Association — the WCA. And since it is 


customary to consider the EC as a collective 
entity, we shall consider the WCA similarly. 

To begin with, the WCA would be 
composed of nearly 100 million people, the 
vast majority of whom share a common 
cultural heritage. True, every country has its 
outstanding racial minorities, and one of 
them, Canada, an outstanding cultural 
minority in the form of the French-Canadian 
element. But already in three of these 
countries (Australia, Canada and New 
Zealand) the alien native minorities have been 
allotted their own homelands, with a govern- 
ment policy of separate development applying 
in each case. 

The WCA, with approximately 700 
warheads at its disposal, would be one of the 
world’s major nuclear powers. Its fleet of four 
aging Resolution Class nuclear-powered 
ballistic missile submarines (SSBNs) would 
offer a virtually invincible deterrent — not one 
of them has ever been successfully tracked by 
the Soviet Navy. Also, their Polaris missiles 
have a range of 2,500 nautical miles. 


RESOURCES WITHOUT PARALLEL 


For sheer geographic diversity, majesty and 
size, the lands of the WCA would have no 
equal. They would encompass gentle country- 
sides, thickly forested lakelands, deserts, 
tundras, tropical archipelagos and icecaps. 
The WCA would be a bi-polar maritime 
entity, united by supersonic transports, 
satellite communications and giant cargo 
ships, plying the ocean highways (a bit 
different from sneaking over to the Continent 
through the ‘Chunnel’, don’t you think?). Its 
shores would be washed by all five of the 
world’s greatest oceans: Arctic (Canada), 
Atlantic (Canada, UK), Pacific (Canada, 
Australia, New Zealand), Indian (Australia) 
and Antarctic (the WCA's Antarctic 
Territories). | 

In total land area, the countries of the WCA 
would cover approximately 7 million square 
miles (the Soviet Union, the largest country on 
earth, currently covers 8.6 million square 
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miles; the entire Continent of Europe only 
covers 3.9 million square miles, while the 


current EC is but a small slice of that). Added 


to these national totals must be the territories 
that these countries govern from afar. Easily 
the largest and most important of these are the 
British, Australian and New Zealand 
Antarctic Territories, which together occupy 
about one-half of that continent (the British 
Antarctic Territory alone is nearly as large as 
the total area of the other eleven EC members 
combined). 

While the resources of the WCA’s Antarctic 
Territories cannot, as yet, be accurately 
estimated, the homelands do possess quant- 
ifiable assets which represent a virtual 
cornucopia of natural resources. 

The WCA would be the world’s largest 
producer of asbestos, nickel, silver, zinc and 
wool. 

The WCA would be the world’s largest 
overall mineral exporter, and also the leading 
exporter of alumina, coal, iron ore and lead. 

The WCA would also contain considerable 
deposits of bauxite, cobalt, copper, diamonds, 
gold, platinum and titanium. 

The WCA would boast extensive oil and gas 
fields as well as one-half of the world’s liquid 
supply of fresh water. 

The WCA would lead the world in the 
export of butter, cheese, beef and wheat. 

And finally, the WCA would have immense 
stocks of timber, fish, lamb and mutton. 

In short, the WCA would have all of the 
space, and all of the resources, that the British 
people and their kinfolk overseas could ever 
need. Clearly, the creation of the WCA would 
represent the optimum foreign policy option 
for the nation. Or, as A.K. Chesterton put it in 
Common Market Suicide: To nurture the 
belief that British communities of nearly a 
hundred million people, strategically placed 
around the world and possessing everything 
needful for their sustenance, cannot shape for 
themselves a destiny far more splendid than 
any foreign association can offer is to be guilty 
of wilful blindness, defeatism — and, often 
enough, downright treason.” 


THE SPATIAL FACTOR 


In the meantime, before the formation of 
this global association, there is much that can 
and must be done at home. 

It was Sweden’s Rudolf Kjellen who first 
propounded the “Organic State’ concept: that 
is, the idea of the state as a totality, a living 
organism. Germany’s Karl Haushofer took 
this idea a step further by developing the 
concept of ‘space mastery’. Space is 
important, he said, for economic, military and 
political reasons; and nations must adopt 
policies to fit their special needs. The more 
space a nation can effectively control, the 
better off it will be. But national boundaries 
are not rigid or God-given; they are constantly 
in a state of flux, ever expanding or 
contracting. A healthy state will grow and 
push its frontiers outward, whereas the 
frontiers of a decaying state will be pushed 
inward. Further, nations may be divided, 
geopolitically speaking, into two categories: 
those with more space than they can master; 
and those with less space than they need to 
become autarchic. And what about stasis? 
Eddy Butler, in an excellent article in the 
November 1989 Spearhead, touched upon this 
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topic when he wrote: It is in the order of 
things that, if peoples sit back and endeavour 
merely to keep what they hold, a form of 
degeneracy and softness sets in.“ Inevitably, 
this will lead to spatial retreat. 

Canada, Australia, the USSR, South Africa 
and the USA are contemporary examples of 
States which have lost space mastery. Canada 
and Australia are under external assault by 
alien immigrants, and they have lost the will to 
defend their borders. Alien population groups 
assault the USSR and South Africa from 
within, as those countries’ leaders have lost 
the will to rule. Meanwhile, the USA is under 
both internal and external assault. None of 
these states is master of its own space. 

The UK, of course, may also be put into this 
category. It too has lost control of its frontiers: 
frontiers which may lie in South Armagh, 
Heathrow Airport or the City. Its leaders have 
also lost the will to rule (Ulster again, and 
Great Britain’s libertarian society). 


EXTENDING THE FRONTIERS 


The UK also fits into Haushofer’s second 
category: nations with less space than they 
need. But, as noted, frontiers are elastic, and 
so it is proposed that the nation’s frontiers be 
pushed outward. How is this possible? By 
expanding the narrow belt around our shores, 
called the Territorial Seas, to encompass the 
UK’s EE, and incorporate the whole into the 
national territory. This would mean the 
creation of a maritime security zone 
embracing the air above, the water column, 
the seabed and the sub-soil of the EEZ; in 
other words, all of the resources within the 
EEZ, including fish stocks, fossil fuels and 
minerals. This is very much what Iceland has 
already done. The entire space would be 
delimited, where possible and feasible 
(keeping in mind the thickly trafficked 
regions), with buoy boundary markers. The 
United Kingdom Continental Shelf (UKCS) 
currently covers 251,000 square miles. The 


proposed maritime security zone (MSZ) 
would embrace the space within the currently 
delimited areas in the south, east and north; in 
the south-west, however, the zone would be 
pushed out 200 nautical miles west of the Scilly 
Isles, while in the north-west the national 
claim, to the territory within the curve 200 
nautical miles west of Rockall, would be 
asserted. 

The Territorial Sea should be extended 
because what the UK is pleased to call its 
Exclusive Economic Zone is, in reality, 
anything but exclusive. To begin with, the oil 
and gas reserves within the North Sea Energy 
Basin are not regarded by HM Government as 
being national resources; they are seen as 
internationally marketable assets, open to 
multi-national exploitation. At the moment, 
the UK is self-sufficient in energy. Needless to 
say, this soon will no longer be the case, as our 
oil wealth has been squandered in obedience 
to ‘free market’ principles rather than being 
conserved for long-term national use. These 
resources, while there are still some left, 
should be reserved for national use, and 
developed solely through British enterprise. 
This would ensure that our national needs are 
met for some years, probably decades, to 
come. 

The nation also possesses vast reserves of 
coal, and many of the seams abandoned 
should be mined again. In the meantime, 
alternative renewable sources of energy, such 
as wind, solar, tidal and geothermal, can be 
developed. The end result of such a rational 
policy would be nothing less than indefinite 
national self-sufficiency in energy resources. 

The UK also has what is called an Exclusive 
Fisheries Zone (EFZ). According to govern- 
ment statistics, the UK’s fishing industry 
currently provides 66 per-cent of the total 
catch consumed by the nation. But this could 
easily be raised to 100 per- cent by an increase 
in the size of the fishing fleet, and the estab- 
lishment of the MSZ. Because not only do the 
EC’s fishing fleets take a large proportion of 
their catch from British waters, they are also 
allowed to fish within 12 miles of our shore. 
Obviously, they, and everyone else, should be 
excluded from home waters. The dispatch of 
fishing fleets to far waters, especially to the 
colonial EFZ’s, could only increase and 
diversify the catch. 


SELF-SUFFICIENCY IN FARMING 


In a similar vein, one might ask if it is not 
posible for the UK to become agriculturally 
self-sufficient? Again, according to govern- 
ment statistics, British agriculture, using 75 
per-cent of the total land area, currently 
produces 66 per-cent of total British food 
requirements. On the face of it, it would seem 
as if saturation point had been reached. But 
this ignores two important facts. 

The first is that agriculture in the UK, like 
nearly everything else nowadays, is not 
nationally oriented: it is not primarily 
concerned with feeding the nation, but rather 
with making a profit; and if that profit lies in 
producing for overseas consumption, with the 
blessing of the Tory Government (Which 
encourages British exports of food), this is the 
path that will be pursued. 

‘The second point concerns agricultural 
research, 80 per-cent of which is privately 
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BRITISH SURVIVAL IN 


THE NEW CENTURY 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


funded. Government-funded research is 
directed towards product marketing and 
consumer protection — not food production. 

Taken together, these two policies 
guarantee national agricultural insufficiency. 
With vastly expanded government-funded 
research aimed at crop diversification and 
enhanced productivity, and with a food 
industry whose focus was national rather than 
international, could the country then become 
agriculturally self-sufficient, or be very near to 
it? It would seem a good bet. 


MINERALS 


Where there is an unquestionable national 
inadequacy, however, is in the field of metalli- 
ferous mineral resources. There are two ways 
to counter this. The first is through a national 
policy of colonial exploration and develop- 
ment. The second is to expand trade with the 
mineral-rich countries of the White Common- 


wealth. The latter policy has the greatest 
potentialities but the former may be necessary 
in a siege-economy situation pending the 
development of better trading relations within 
the WCA scheme. 

The object would be to acquire a secure 
resource base for the reinvigoration of British 
industry, which in turn would be used to assure 
military self-sufficiency as well as provide 
goods for domestic and WCA markets. 

The nationalist approach to solving these 
problems is to encourage and support private 
initiative, which would be focused in national 
— as opposed to international — directions. 
Individual rewards should be commensurate 
with individual contributions to the welfare of 
the national community. 


NO FUTURE IN THE E.C. 


As for the EC, we may safely dismiss it for 
what it really is: an overcrowded, resource- 
depleted, multi-racial, multi-cultural dis- 
union. It is a political nightmare dreamed up in 
the boardrooms of the Money Power, solely 
for the benefit of the world’s financial elite. 

The British Euro-dupes, who espouse the 


surrender of national sovereignty, would have 
us turn inward. But to remain healthy a nation 
needs outward-looking concrete goals, goals 
that fire its imagination. It is as unhealthy for a 
nation as it is for an individual to turn inward. 
The British National Party, especially through 
its policy concerning the White Common- 
wealth, is very much an outward-looking 
movement. 

To complement Britain’s ties with the 
WCA, I would suggest the creation of small, 
perhaps bi-lateral, regional treaty 
alignments with other North Sea and North 
East Atlantic states. These new initiatives 
should coincide with our withdrawal from 
international global organisations like the 
UN, as well as from outmoded regional ones 
like NATO. Essentially, this is a policy of 
neutrality. But while such a course is necessary 
to ensure the nation’s security and sover- 
eignty, there will be no need to create an 
insular Albania in the process. For if these 
geopolitical policies are followed, and if they 
are coupled with British Nationalist solutions 
to the country’s internal problems, Britain 
can expect to thrive mightily in the 21st 
century, now not so far away. 


White minorities in London (4) 


NORDIC NOMADS 


DICK CARDMORE looks at the Scandinavians 


‘NORDIC NOMADS’ have come to this 
country in two waves: one a brash, brawling, 
belligerent wave of invaders known to history 
as the ‘Vikings’, the other a quiet ‘intravenous 
drip’ wave of stolid, silent, conscientious 
workers from the countries of Northern 
Europe: Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Finland 
and Iceland. 

The two waves were very different in type. 
The former left an indelible mark in genes, in 
culture, in language, in attitudes and in 
attributes; the latter is undistinguished, placid 
and harmless. The Vikings came to plunder 
and explore; the latter-day Northern 
Europeans to contribute their skills to the 
British economy. 

The Scandinavian countries are noted for 
their quietitude, for the tranquil calm and 
rationalism which pervades everything in their 
part of the world from politics to trade (read, 
especially, Donald Connery’s The Scandin- 
avians. USA, 1966). These people are noted 
for their prowess in science and organisation; 
for their aloofness; for their fair coloration 
(the Swedish blonde is a proverbial sex- 
object); their work ethic and their mental and 
physical health. All of this seems to make 
them annoyingly perfect, if mildly boring, 
people! But there is a flip, ‘dark’ side too. 
From the awesome ‘oomph’ of Peer Gynt, the 
famous berserker blood-lust of the Vikings, 
the quasi-religious notions of a left-wing 
sociologist like Gunnar Myrdal, author of the 
trendy tract called An American Dilemma), 
the political myopia of Scandinavian-Aust- 
ralian leader Jon Bjelke-Petersen, there is 
a vast body of evidence to suggest that Nordics 
are not always what they first seem — they are 
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model citizens 99 per-cent of the time and 
wild-eyed radicals/bloodthirsty warriors for 
that one per-cent of the time that makes them 
so interesting. Today, for every nine careful, 
industrious businessman, there is that one 
‘skinhead’ or ‘punk’ or general rebel who 
smashes generalisations to pieces. 

These Nordic migrants, like Nordics every- 
where, have a terribly low birthrate — as 
Connery says, quoting a foreigner in 
Stockholm: The Swedes are self-centred; 
they don’t like a lot of children getting in the 
way of their lives. This rule is of course 
applicable also to London, where the Nordic 
Nomads form a distinct minority. One 
Swedish lady who lives near me gets on the 
Tube every morning, reading the Sverige 
Dageblatt (if I've spelt that correctly!), with 
her make-up immaculate, clothes sober and 
smart hands bare of wedding rings and 
oblivious to those around her. She is a self- 
contained microcosm of Northern Europe — 
dependable, handsome, barren and 
introverted. I have theorised about her that 
she lives all alone, with her lines of worry and 
angst, possibly with a few cats, in an 
immaculate flat on the Finchley Road. I may 
be wrong, but I have a feeling that my theories 
are correct. 

I have a friend from Copenhagen, whom I 
met when I lived in Essex — he is also 
characteristic of the type: clean, easily 
shocked, politically ‘liberal’ (a strange 
paradox, Nordics being ‘liberal’!), a keen 
traveller (he was going to Thailand, the last I 
heard), precise and very cultured. Typically 
statistically-minded, he planned to become a 
stockbroker, and had all sorts of eminently 


sensible financial plans made for his retire- 
ment. He had no plans for having children, nor 
even of getting a long-term girlfriend — his 
life, to him, is too valuable to ‘waste time’ 
having children! 

Ironically, his grandfather had been a keen 
supporter of the Nazi invasion of Denmark in 
1940! Suspicious of my sweeping general- 
isations and grandiloquent racism as he was, 
he did express certain very exactly-phrased 
reservations regarding our coloured ‘friends’. 
Yet he condemned racism in an understated 
way, and on being challenged by my wife said: 
“Yes, I would marry a black girl if I loved 
her. Note the oh-so-careful qualification in 
the last four words! God dag to you, N., 
wherever you are, and I hope that your 
sojourn in sultry climes will ultimately 
reconcile you to your own heritage! 

North Europeans in the UK are classics too, 
in their own way — if tourists, they have their 
little itineraries, schedules and maps all ready 
to hand; if resident, they have their lives just as 
clearly charted. “At 20, I leave college”; at 
21, I go for a year’s travel”; at 22, I get into a 
merchant bank”; at 25, I get the manager’s 
job”; “at 30, I will be an area manager”; “‘at 
40, chairman” — and so on — until 65, when 
all of their well-laid pension plans come to 
fruition. They are generally tall, usually 
appallingly dressed; they push their spectacles 
(if they have them) back onto the bridge of 
their well-formed noses; if men, they have 
neatly-clipped blond moustaches — if women, 
they have well-groomed blonde hair. They 
have high incomes and live in ‘nice’ areas — 
Wimbledon, Hampstead, Regents Park. They 
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SIR: I deliberately avoided watching the 
‘International Tribute’ to Nelson Mandela on 
BBC2 TV Easter Monday afternoon and 
evening. 

I was left pondering upon the issue of 
Mandela’s visit to this country and the 
reason(s) for allocating so much peak viewing 
time on a nationwide TV network to th 
appearance in public of this infamous red 
terrorist. I was reminded of the comment in 
the ‘What We Think’ column of the March 
issue of Spearhead. 

The article, for those of your readers who do 
not recall it, was entitled ‘Return of the 
Messiah’, and reference was made in it to the 
continual interruptions to our TV viewing 
schedules on Sunday, February 11th. This was 
the date of Mandela’s release from prison in 
South Africa. Viewers, it was stated in the 
article, might have been excused for thinking 
that they were awaiting the second coming of 
Christ! | 

I don’t know if it occurred to anyone else, 
but I thought it perhaps not coincidental that 
‘Messiah’ Mandela should be given the VIP 
treatment in Britain at Easter, when of course 
the resurrection of Jesus is celebrated the 
world over by members of the Christian 
churches! 

These events 
questions:- 

Firstly, were Mandela’s appearances the 


leave me asking two 


result of fortuitous timing or of deliberate . 


planning? 

Secondly, did the editor of Spearhead 
experience a vision of the appearance of the 
‘Messiah’ before the gathered multitude at 
Wembley Stadium on Easter Monday? 
(Afraid not. Ed.) 

With ‘tongue in cheek’, I cannot resist 
squawking the parrot-cry of the famed 
‘investigative journalist’ about the public’s 
“right to know.“ 

V. GREEN 
Bedford 


SIR: The recent Mandela Wembley extrava- 
ganza, in addition to causing extreme nausea 
to those not hitherto turned into self-hating 
white racial masochists by the BBC’s 365- 
days-per-year mind-control programme, 
highlighted yet again the very dubious 
activities of one of the said event’s presenters. 
I refer to ‘entertainer’ Lenny Henry. 

This black ‘comedian’ has built up quite a 
reputation for his close association with 
various ‘worthy’ causes over the past few 
years. Apart from hosting both Mandela 


concerts, he has been in the forefront of Comic 


Relief, Smile Jamaica, the Sickle Cell 
Campaign, Band Aid, Live Aid, etc., etc. 
There is one constant factor common to all 
of these campaigns: their beneficiaries are 
always Henry’s fellow Blacks. Domonstrating 
his contempt for genuine humanitarian 
campaigns, he is conspicuous by his absence 
from appeals for: the Hillsborough disaster, 


the Bradford fire, the Armenian earthquake, 


aid to Rumania, Save the Seals — or indeed 
anything not intended exclusively to benefit 
his own kinfolk. 

Of course, this example of fanatical 
allegiance to one’s own race is not without 
virtue. This is precisely what we, as racial 
nationalists, advocate. 

My condemnation is not aimed at the Blacks 
who look up to the likes of Henry nor his 
blatant racial discrimination in the Blacks’ 
favour; it is reserved for our own people who 
blindly respond to Henry’s appeals for their 
support. The fact that so many Whites can be 
influenced by this individual, while he 
contemptuously refuses to lift a finger to help 
white appeals, is a sad reflection of the 
sickness pervading our society. 

P. PRICE 
Nottingham 


SIR: I wonder how many of your readers saw 
the article headed ‘English maestro’s fascist 
folly’, which appeared in the Sunday 
Telegraph on May 13th. This referred to Sir 
Reginald Goodall, CBE, the conductor who 
died the previous weekend. The article, 
written by Nicholas Farrell, a childhood 
neighbour of Sir Reginald’s, spoke of the 
latter’s political opinions, which did much to 
damage his musical career. “Bluntly,” said 
Farrell, Sir Reginald Goodall, CBE, was a 
keen apologist for Hitler.“ 

“This,” he continued, might explain why 
he spent so many years in professional 
obscurity and why only in 1985 did he receive 
his knighthood. It might also help to answer 
the question opera-goers asked in 1968, when 
finally he came in from the cold to conduct to 


triumphal acclaim The Mastersingers at 
Sadler’s Wells and later at the London 
Coliseum: ‘Why haven’t we heard more of this 
man. 

Apart from supporting Hitler, Sir Reginald 
had very definite views on a closely related 
subject. He used to say with passionate 
conviction, said Farrell: The holocaust did 
not happen. It was a BBC Jewish plot. The 
BBC is run by Jews. It's all a conspiracy.’ ” 

Well, there will be some who will agree with 
Sir Reginald’s opinions, and probably many 
more who will not. But what should be of the 
greatest significance was the fact that, as 
attested by Farrell, he was victimised 
throughout the music world as a result of 
them. Our brainwashers are always fond of 
telling us that this kind of persecution of: 
people in their jobs, merely on account of their 
political views, only happens in ‘totalitarian’ 
countries, such as Nazi Germany, for instance! 
It will be news to many, though not, I suspect, 
to most readers of Spearhead, that this 
happens in dear old ‘democratic’ Britain. 
After all, was it not what we went to war in 
1939 to fight against? 

L. ALDRICH 
Bristol 


SIR: The recent laying off of nearly 800. 
workers at Ravenscraig Steelworks in 
Scotland is expected to be a prelude to the 
closing down of the works altogether, causing 
yet more redundancies. 

Among the reasons cited for this decision 
was the falling off of the demand for steel, 
caused partially by cheap imports. ” 

Of course, not only is the British steel 
industry suffering appallingly from imported 
steel but so also is it suffering from imported 
steel products, in particular motor vehicles, 
most of which on our roads now are foreign- 
made. g 

If Britain put up barriers against both 
imported steel and imported steel products, 
such redundancies would be avoided. 

R.S. BROOKS 
Selby, Yorks. 
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66p. l 
THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 
£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 
American politicians, academics and media. Even those 
familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J. R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

THE LEUCHTER REPORT (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in effect, 
testified that such installations could not have existed in 
German-occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 66pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER* (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 


campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 


hr against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
Spp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST* (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britaın’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 

THE BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL 
VANGUARD. £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting 


nationalist articles published between 1970 and 1982 in 


two uncompromising US magazines. 217 large pages. 
STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 


examination of some of the facts of recent history. 


that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 


‘publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 


biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 


_of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 


ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE 


154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP (Tel. 081 316 4721) 
OPEN TUESDAYS TO FRIDAYS 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and “Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian school- 
teacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
I. O. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.60. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591 pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

THE BABYLONIAN WOE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and their 


effects on the events of ancient history, written in the 
light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

THE NAKED CAPITALIST (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 

THE ARTHURIAN LEGENDS. £6.95. A beautifully 
illustrated anthology of Arthurian literature from 
Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A ‘must’ for 
lovers of our national legends. 1979, 224pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. The links between 
Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution are 
proved beyond all question by an established scholar. 
1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 


(Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links between 
finance and politics. Read what he says and decide for 
yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

THE FRENCH REVOLUTION (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much-needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, Roose- 
velt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for Pearl 
Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


A resume of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 24p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 44p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP leafleis (two-sided) 

How to spot a red teacher. Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories are currently trying to woo the people with 
patriotic and ‘right-wing’ slogans, while their underlying 
policies are leading to the destruction of Britain. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP leaflets (one-sided) 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how vast numbers of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free-trade 
policies of successive governments. A brief and concise 
argument for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 

If we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous BNP 
leaflet, drawing attention to special favours and 
privileges granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — 
particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Derelict Britain. Leaflet with photo exhibiting rotting 
urban landscape, calling upon people to help fight against 
the politicians who have brought this about. Mehtions 
unemployment, bad housing, immigration, crime, etc. 


Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting loyalists in Northern 


Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy~ 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Update of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
silence those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Drawing of white man with gag. 

Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 


These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 
the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and 
blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of one poster weighing 10g. 


BNP stickers 

With slogans:- 

Fight suoversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! : 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in and are available in 

gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, 

containing BNP name and address and logo in red, 

white and blue. Gummed-back stickers cost £4.00 per 

1,000 or 40p jra 100, self-adhesive £1.50 per 100. 

Postage costs 26p per 100. 


BNP recordings 


Rally 89. 3-hour video-recording of BNP London rally, 
October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches by John 
Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony Morgan, David Bruce, 
Harry Mullin. Richard Edmonds and John Tyndall. 
Rally 87. 2'2-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price of videos: £15 plus 71p p&p. 

Rally ‘82. Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 


each. 


Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 

Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks: 

Side 1: Talk on “The case for nationalism’ (the inter- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate’. 


Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 
government and citizenship). 

Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial éxperiment is not ended). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 26p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B. N. P. 
(Orders with cash to 9 Johnson Place, 
Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. 


Samples for £1 or packs at: £5/£10/£20 (incl. postage) 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


Q 


BNP, P.O. Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


B.N.P BEER MAT 
See sample on right 


White china coffee mugs with famous red, white and blue 
BNP logo on front and back. The mugs have a half-pint 
capacity, and fully washable and British-made. 


1-5 mugs at £2.25 each;-6-15 mugs at £2.00 each; 16- 
plus mugs at £1.75 each. Price does not include 
postage — please return postage cost on receipt of your 
parcel. 


Candour , 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £6.00 per year. 


Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


Behind the News 

Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivôr Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1E0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740. 
Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading table. 


The Truth at Last 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 
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NEW BUILDING FUND: 
£892.13 NEEDED! 


Contributions to the New Building Fund over the last 
month have been really splendid, with £522.87 raised — 
the biggest part of this coming from Mr. R. Viering in the 


USA. Now for the bad news — one person who promised 
us £282 some weeks ago has not kept his promise. We 
rather rashly incorporated his promised sum into our 
figure of money raised. Now we must deduct it. Sorry! 
The fund has a target of £5,000, so we are now on the 
last lap, with only £892.13 needed. Let's try and raise this 
quickly! Please mark all donations ‘New Building Fund’ 
and send them to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


£5,000 
£4,000 


£3,000 


22,000 


£1,000 


TAX BILL — 
PLEASE HELP! 


So far, there has been an almost negligible 
response to the appeal we made last month for 
extra donations to help us meet a large tax bill 
with which we have recently been presented. 
The bill, amounting to £532.96 (large for us) 
must be paid off by July. We have had a more 
or less average month for donations, but we 
now need to be able to raise these to a figure 
considerably above the average for two or 
three months if we are to meet this liability 
without dipping damagingly into our reserves. 

Our readers usually respond very well to our 
emergency appeals. Maybe things are a bit 
tight for them at the moment — anyway, 
please do all you can this month! 


BNP turn-out in Scotland alarms 


opponents 


FULLER DETAILS of the British National 
Party rally in Dundee on May 12th are given in 
an article/report beginning on page 4. What is 
worth mentioning here is how worried the 
opposition is now getting about BNP growth in 
Scotland. Had everyone got to the Dundee 
rally who was coming there, an estimated 180- 
200 would have been present. Police action in 
ordering supporters out of town cut this by 
more than half. 

In one incident, red mobsters in the city 
attacked a minibus full of Ulster Defence 
Regiment members on a visit, thinking them 
from their smart and clean-cut appearance to 
be BNP members! 


DUNDEE 
John Tyndall addresses rally (above); 
opponents start to gather across road (below). 
Later, when they felt strength of numbers, 
they turned quite vicious. 


Photos by Eric Brand 


British Nationalist 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 40p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.15 (British 
Isles) or £7.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.50 + 70p post 
25 copies £5.50 + £2:39 post 
50 copies £10.00 + £2.85 post 
100 copies £17.50 + £3.30 post 
150 copies £25.00 + £3.80 post 
| 200 copies £30.00 + £4.20 post 
| 300 copies £42.00 + £5.50 post 
400 copies £55.00 + £5.50 post 


500 copies £65.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £125.00 ) by Roadline 


Cheques / postal orders to British Nationalist, 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 

Please keep orders and enquiries concerning 

British Nationalist totally separate from other 

correspondence in order to avoid confusion 
delay. 
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New typesetting 
equipment: 
situation report 


Recently, due to the generous support of 
our readers, we have acquired a new range of 
highly sophisticated typesetting equipment 
which, when in use, will immensely increase 
the efficiency of our operations. This new 
equipment, however, is much more 
complicated to operate than the old, and we 
are still learning the ropes — in the limited 
time available between other tasks. We assure 
everyone that we are endeavouring to get the 
new equipment into use with the very 
minimum of delay. 


APOLOGIES 


We remind readers that, as announced in 
last month’s issue, the editor will be away ona 
speaking tour of the United States during the 
last week of May and the first week of June. 
Those writing to him during this period and 
immediately afterwards will experience some 
delay in getting replies. 

Also this month, another staff absence will 
result in subscribers’ records not being kept 
fully up to date. One consequence of this is 
that those sending in their subscription 
renewals during the week before publication 
of this issue may subsequently receive 
second reminder slips. 

We hope that readers will bear with us in 
these matters. 


NORDIC NOMADS 
(Contd. from page 14) 


steer totally clear of politics (as with most 
Britons, they are wholeheartedly tolerant and 
self-effacing, believing that all will turn out 
well in the end). They are health-conscious (I 
know of at least two health-food shops owned 
and run by Scandinavians) almost to the point 
of masochism. 

A good example of a typical Nordic resident 
is Magnus Magnusson, of Mastermind fame. A 
deliberate, concise, polite, well-spoken 
Icelander, he also has the ‘Sibelius syndrome’, 
in that he is very much ‘into’ British history 
and heritage. I don’t know him personally, of 
course, but I imagine him as I see all other 
Nordics — painstakingly correct, basically 
decent, objective, tolerant, worrying about 
work, highly strung (most Nordics are — they 
internalise their problems, unlike, say, 
Italians, who find relief in their sort of ‘primal- 
scream therapy’, such as talking and shouting 
a lot), reliable and efficient. 

I could go on and on about Nordics — it is a 
subject close to my WASP heart! — but I think 
enough has been said for the reader to see that 
I hold them in high respect. A marvellous 
people — civilisation-builders par excellence 
— but I do have one distinct qualification to 
make, namely that I wish they would wave 
flags as often as they wave their slide-rules! 


* “The Swedes are what they are — not Irishmen, 

not Italians, but a cool, precise, purposeful people 

who use the slide-rule almost as a magic wand.“ 
(The Scandinavians, Ibid) 


PUBLIC RALLY 
PETERBOROUGH 


Speakers will include:- 


DAVID BRUCE, RICHARD EDMONDS 


Saturday, June 2nd, in the afternoon 
Rendezvous for redirection: Belvoir Way, Welland Estate: 2 p.m. 


ORGANISED BY BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY, EASTERN REGION 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


HILLINGDON | 
PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB10 8X 


SOUTH WEST LONDON 
BCM Box 5103, London WCIN 3XX 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


BARKING & DAGENHAM 
PO. Box 12, Dagenham, Essex RM10 7HE 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, 
Ashford TN26 30P 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


SUFFOLK | 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NN 28A 


MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 
NORTH WALES 

PO Box 3, Llangefni. Anglesey L77 7UY 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


Contact your local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised into active units extending over most of the areas 
of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units:- 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. 
PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 


PETERBOROUGH 
PO Box 211, Peterborough, Carnbs. PE3 8JE 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


LEEDS & BRADFORD 
PO Box BRIO, Bramley, Leeds 13 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


WAKEFIELD 
PO Box 101, Wakefield WF2 9XY 


SHEFFIELD 
PO Box 44, Sheffield S1 1ES 


DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, Co. Durham DLZ. NR 
TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


EDINBURGH 


PO Box 719, NWDO, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


GLASGOW 
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A NEW VOICE FOR SANITY 


JAMES THURGOOD takes a look at ‘The Romantics’ 


THE ASSAULT on western civilisation that 
has proceeded, almost unabated, for most of 
the present century comes in a multitude of 
forms, and therefore needs to be combatted in 
a multitude of ways. Spearhead magazine and 
the British National Party have the resources 
to campaign over only a part of this very large 
battlefield. It is for this reason that we 
welcome the appearance of other groups of 
people equipped and organised to fight in ways 
different from our own but to the same 
purpose of regeneration of all that is good in 
our heritage. Such a phenomenon is 
particularly pleasing when the movement in 
question works in a way that complements our 
own work, rather than rivalling it. 

In recent months our attention has been 
drawn to a circle of people calling themselves 
‘The Romantics’. It is comprised largely, 
though not wholly, of women, and seems to 
have formed some years ago when the ladies in 
question were students at Oxford. They 
remained in touch after their graduation but 
only in an informal way. More recently, this 
group started to become the focus of much 
activity, most it in the cultural field. 

Two of its products that have come our way 
are magazines known respectively as The 
English Magazine and New Century. The 
former steers fairly clear of political 
controversy and concentrates on opposing the 
cultural trends that have dominated the 
present century. Its writers are intelligent, 
articulate and unashamedly ‘anti-modernist’ 


(to use one of their frequently recurring: 


expressions). Some of the topics on which they 
write have been the subject of similar articles 
in our own publication — art, music, archit- 
ecture, philosophy, etc. — but others relate to 
fields that we have not covered, including 
some which many of us have not even thought 
about yet which certainly deserve reflection, 
in as much as they can be seen as part of the 
cultural attack on the West. Among these are 
dress, manners, language and much else. Even 
motor vehicle design comes in for discussion 
when the topic of modern uglification is up for 
debate! 

The Romantics hate the 20th century — as 
most us do. But this is far from admitting that 
they yearn for ages past that cannot be recalled 


— ages without technology as we know it, 
without inter-continental communication, 
without the motor car, without computers and 
desk-top publishing, etc. The Romantics, like 
ourselves, accept modern technology but 
believe that it has been harnessed in the wrong 
way and in the service of the wrong values. 


New Century, while not being political, does 


venture a little closer to issues of political 
relevance than its companion. At the top of its 
masthead and preceding its title, it describes 
itself as The Reactionary Review’. The two 


terms may appear to be contradictory — until 


it is understood that the editorial team is using 
the word ‘reactionary’ as a kind of gesture of 
defiance against the modernists who have 
given it its perjorative connotations. Their 
theory is that the 21st century, now less than a 
decade away, will see a return to the cultural 
values underpinning the development of 
European civilisation up to and including the 
19th century but lost in the 20th. In our editor’s 
article published in March under the heading 
‘The Twentieth Century: an Historical Aberr- 
ation’, something of the same theme 
appeared. 

Few of our readers would agree with every- 
thing that is written in The English Magazine 
and New Century. We, for a start, do not agree 
with the selection of title in the former case, 
which tends, albeit no doubt unintentionally, 
to perpetuate the belief of some people that 
England is Britain. Nevertheless, we have 
always found both publications to provide 
some very stimulating reading, opening up as 
they do some issues on which there has not 
been nearly enough thought. What is 
refreshing is that, although the writers are 
undoubtedly cultural conservatives, they 
distance themselves strongly from 
contemporary Toryism and its liberalist ‘free- 
market’ doctrines. They will of course in due 
time have slapped upon them the usual 
‘fascist’ label — although they have kept 
carefully out of all controversy concerning the 
fascist and national socialist periods in 
Europe. The label is the badge of honour 
which all of us come to wear simply by 
challenging liberalism’s manifold idiocies and 
thus drawing to ourselves the venom of liberal 


wrath. 


The English Magazine and New Century are 
published by Perfect Publications, BM 
Perfect, London W.C.1. The price of single 
copies is not known to us but we suggest that £1 © 
in the post will suffice to obtain a sample of 
either. 

Another enterprise emanating from the 
same circle is one calling itself the ‘Imperial 
Home Service’. This involves an attempt to 
provide simple popular entertainment of the 
kind offered by the BBC in Lord Reith’s day 
but since long abandoned in favour of modern 
Slush, dirt and left-wing propaganda. For a 
subscription of £10 a year, one is sent monthly 


tape-recordings which simulate radio 
programmes, including short stories, 
children’s programmes, interviews and 


popular music mainly of the inter-war period. 
One particularly interesting feature is an 
imaginary news bulletin set some time into the 
21st century, which each month reports 
desirable new acts of policy carried out by a 
not-long-installed patriotic government in 
Britain. 

By no means all of the items contained in 
these recordings will be to everyone’s taste. 
This reviewer’s preference in popular music 
would have been for pre-1918 rather than post- 
1918 fare. However, that is a personal thing, 
and at least what is offered is preferable to 
modern negroid ‘rock’. We think that the 
Imperial Home Service is a step in the right 
direction, and no doubt the content of some of 
its material will be improved as a greater range 
of talents and ideas are applied to its 
production. 

The people who operate the IHS reside in 
the Republic of Ireland but are not Irish 
Republicans. Anyone wishing to find out more 
should write to: Imperial Home Service, St. 
Brides, Burtonport, Co. Donegal, Ireland. 

We should, in conclusion, make it clear that 
this report of the activities of The Romantics 
has not been solicited but is being published 
solely on our own initiative. It should not be 
taken to imply that this circle of people 
supports the British National Party or all of the 
editorial policies of Spearhead. As far as we 
know, the group is allied to no political party 
and wishes to retain that status. We never- 
theless wish them well in their endeavours. 
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